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| 1-page tabloid newspaper entitled ‘“‘From the Record,” bearing 
the statement, ‘“‘Authorized by the Young Democrats for 
Butler: Edward B. Freeman, chairman; John B. Purnell, 
treasurer.”’ Composite photograph of former Senator Tyd- 
ings and Communist leader Earl Browder appears on p. 4, | 
lower left-hand corner be 
2 | Full-page advertisement in the Baltimore American dated Sun- 
day, Nov. 5, 1950, bearing statement, “‘By authority: Demo- 
erats for Butler, John B. Purnell, treasurer.’’ Text of the 
advertisement includes in capital letters the quotation of a 
statement of Senator Tydings in the State Department loy- 
alty hearings during a colloquy with Republican counsel: 
‘e * * Turn it over to the FBI or do something else with 
it.”’ Reference is to the case of a Theodore Geiger, former | 
State Department employee 16 
3 | Newspaper advertisement of evening broadcast of Fulton Lewis, | 
Jr., bears the statement: “By authority Cornelius P. Mundy, | 
treasurer, John Marshall Butler Campaign’’ 21 
Photostatie copy of bill submitted by Home Distributing Serv- 
ice, Inc., Baltimore, Md., to National Advertising Co., Balti- 
more, Md., in the sum of $1,050, for ‘“‘distributing 150,000 | 
tabloids with Butler insert, at $7 per thousand’’_ ; oe 46 
5 | Photostatic copy of statement dated Nov. 9, 1950, bearing cap- | 
tion “Corrected invoice’ and addressed to John Marshall 
Butler, Lord Baltimore Hotel, Baltimore, Md., in the total | 
amount of $5,703.32, covering distribution and mailing of 
From the Record and other campaign literature _ _ - 50 
> | Pamphlet entitled ‘‘Back to Good Old Dixie?’”’ printed in color, 
with illustrated caption ‘‘We’ve been Tydings’ political foot 
ball,’’ and containing references to voting record of Senator 
Tydings, allegedly supporting charge of discrimination against | 
Negroes 60 


ta 


= 


1 Exhibits 36, 37, 77, and 78 appear in the appendix. All exhibits, including the above, 
are part of the permanent files of the subcommittee and may be examined by request to the 
Chief Clerk. 
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i Ledger sheet of National Advertising Co. containing account of 
John Marshall Butler for the period Oct. 18 to Nov. 9, 1950, 
showing total debits in the sum of $18,264.59 and total credits 
in the sum ef $17,994.59 58 
8 | Bank deposit book of National Advertising Co. for account at the 
Baltimore National Bank, Baltimore, Md., showing deposits 
from Sept. 29, 1949 to Feb. 26, 1951 61 
9 | Carbon copy of statement rendered by National Advertising Co 
to John Marshall Butler dated Nov. 9, 1950, showing total 
charees in the amount of $18,099.50 for the period Oct. 18-31, 
1950, and balanee due of $1,325.07 62 
10 Photostatic COpy of cashier’s cheek No. 606851 in the sum of 
$2,000 dated Oct. 25, 1950, drawn on the City National Bank, 
Houston, Tex., to the order of John Jonkil (sie), chairman 
Butler for Senator Campaign; and phoetostatie copy of revers« 
side ef check showing endorsement by Jon Jonkel to National 
\dvertising Co 62 
1O-A Letter dated Jan. 16, 1951, to Edward A. McDermott, subcom- 
mittee counsel, from the Citv National Bank, Houston, Tex., 
stating thet eashier’s check No. 606851 payable to Jon Jonkel 
for $2,000 was purchased by H. J. Porter, City National Bank 
Bldg, Houston, Tex 
1] Photostatice cops of check dated Nov. 1, 1950, drawn on the Man- 
ufacturers Trust Co., New York, in the sum of $500 to the or- 
der of John M. Butler Campaign Committee by Alfred Koel- 
berg; and photostatic copy of reverse side showing endorse- 
ment to National Advertising Co. by Jon Jonkel on behalf of 
the John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee 63 
12 | Photostatic copy of check drawn on the Riggs National Bank, 
Washington, D. C., dated Nov. 1, 1950, in the sum of $100, 
payable to the order of John Marshall Butler and drawn by 
Elisha Hanson; and photostatic copy of reverse side showing 
endorsement to National Advertising Co. by Jon Jonkel for the 
John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee ; : 64 
13 | Photostatie copy of check drawn on the National Savings & Trust 
Co., Washington, D. C., dated Nov. 1, 1950, in the sum of 
$1,000 by Joseph C. MeGarraghy, in the amount of $1,000, 
payable to the order of John Marshall Butler Campaign Fund, 
and photostat of reverse side showing endorsement to National 
Advertising Co. by Jon Jonkel for the John Marshall Butler 
Campaign Committee 64 
14 | Photostatic copy of check in the amount of $100 drawn on the 
Guaranty Trust Co. of New York by R. H. Fogler, Nov. 1, 
1950, to the John M. Butler Campaign Committee. Endorse- 
ment to National Advertising Co. by Jon Jonkel for the John 
Marshall Butler Campaign Committee shown on photostat of 
reverse side 64 
15-16 | Photostatic copies of two checks and endorsements. First 
photostat shows check drawn on National Savings & Trust Co., 
Washington, D. C., dated Nov. 2, 1950, in the sum of $100 
payable to Butler Campaign Committee drawn by Bruce 
Baird; this photostat also shows portion of a second check, 
bank symbol No. 15-55 in the sum of $100. One of the checks 
has a blank endorsement of Ruth MeCormick Miller followed 
by endorsement of Jon M. Jonkel to National Advertising Co 
and latter’s rubber stamp deposit endorsement; the other et 
dorsement is also to National Advertising Co. by Jon M 
Jonkel . 65 


? This exhibit not formally introduced but included in the record as supplementary 
material for the information of the committee. 
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Photostatic copy of check in the amount of $500 drawn on the 


Wilmington Trust Co., Nov. 2, 1950, by Marcella M. Du Pont 


to the order of Ruth McCormick Miller; photostatie copy of | 


reverse side shows blank endorsement of Ruth McCormick 
Miller and endorsement to National Advertising Co. by Jon 
Jonkel for the John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee- 
Photostatie copy of check in the sum of $5,000 drawn by Ruth 
MeCormick Miller, Nov. 3, 1950, to the order of John Marshall 


| 


RE en eS SE ee 


Butler on the Continental Illinois Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago; | 


and photostatic copy of the reverse side showing endorsement 
of John M. Butler to the National Advertising Co- 


Photostatie copy of check in the amount of $1,000 drawn on the | 


Liberty National Bank, Washington, D. C., by Owen Brewster, 
payable to the order of National Adve rtising Co.; and photo- 
static copy of reverse side showing deposit endorsement by 
PEROAN PRIA RR ee oe ee ee 

Letter from John Marshall Butler to William Fedder, National 
Advertising Co., 7 East Balderston St., Baltimore, Md., dated 
Nov. 2, 1950, stating in part: “At this time I want to give 
you my personal assurance that I do guarantee payment for any 
of your services that have not been paid for at the time the 
campaign is completed.”’ (Full text appears in the Terre 
of William Fedder, p. 68.) - - - 

Carbon copy of letter from Marvin Braiterman (letterhead of law 
offices of Wase & Berkow, Baltimore, Md.) to John M. Butler, 
Esq., Lord Baltimore Hotel, Baltimore 1, Md., written on 


behalf of William Fedder of the National Advertising Co. and 


stating that Mr. Fedder has been advised to deliver campaign 


material in reliance upon Mr. Butler’s written guaranty of pay- | 
ment dated Nov. 2, 1950. Acceptance of John M. Butler is 


entered in lower left-hand corner. (Full text appears in the 
testimony of William Fedder, p. 69.) 


Photostatic copy of handwritten statement by William H. Fedder | 
to Donald A. Surine dated Nov. 6, 1950, relating to printing | 


of different lots of circulars and campaign literature for the Re- 


publican headquarters in Baltimore. (Ful! text appears in the | 


testimony of William Fedder, p. 71.) : 
Copy of statment of William H. Fedder, proprietor of National 
Advertising Co., Baltimore, Md., obtained by Edward A. 


MeDermott and Bruce C. Aultman, dated Dec. 19, 1950, relat- | 


ing to services and activities in connection with the John 
Marshall Butler senatorial campaign - 


Copy of statement of interview with William H. Fedder at his | 


home in Baltimore, Md. on Feb. 17, 1951 


Photostatie copies of 10 Baltimore National Bank deposit slips | 
covering deposits to the credit of National Advertising Co. for | 


the period Oct. 20 to Dec. 26, 1950 . 

Mimeographed copy of statement of William H. Fedder dated 
Feb. 27, 1951 - - : : ; 

Letter from Cornelius P. Mundy to Edward A. McDermott, 
Esq., subcommittee counsel, dated Feb. 27, 1950, transmitting 
copy of a letter from Mr. Jonkel to Mr. Mundy dated Feb. 26, 
1951; copy of a telegram: from Mr. Mundy to Mr. Jonkel 
dated Feb. 27, 1951, end copy of a letter from Mr. Mundy to 
Mr. Jonkel dated Feb. 27, 1951. The enclosures relate to 
discovery by Mr. Jonkel of omission of contributions in the 
amount of $27,100 from the report of contributions and ex- 
penditures filed by Mr. Mundy with the secretary of state of 
Maryland. Mr. Jonkel’s letter states the omissions “* * * 
result, I suppose, from the failure of my office to furnish you 
with all of the necessary information.’’ (Full text of Mr. 
Mundy’s communications appear in testimony of Jon Jonkel, 
p. 202.) 
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28 | Specimen letter addressed by John Marshall Butler to Roman | 
Catholic clergy pledging determination, if elected, ‘to defend | 
us against atheistic Russia overseas or from Communists and | 
their friends within our Government.”’...................... 149 
29,| Specimen letter written by John Marshall Butler to citizens of | 
Maryland soliciting support in the senatorial election___-- wal 149 


30,| Duplication. (See exhibit No. 6.) 
31 | 12-page booklet entitled ‘““‘What’s the Score?” published “by 
authority Cornelius P. Mundy, treasurer,’’ printed in black 
and red, dimensions 5% by 9 inches_ - Se 149 
32 | Copy of full-page advertisement appearing in the Washington 
‘Times-Herald, Wednesday, July 19, 1950, “by authority of 
Cornelius P. Mundy, treasurer.” This advertisement is 
printed in red letters and bears at the top of the page a giant 
size ‘“Why,’’ followed by 4 questions to Senator Tydings 
relating to the State Department loyalty probe___..-------- 149 
33 | John M. Butler campaign leaflet containing photograph and 
caption ‘Democrats can vote Republican in the general 
election” _ __-—-_- _ ‘ 149 
34 | Ledger sheet from ledger book of National Advertising Co. with 
the name ‘‘Senator McCarthy” appearing opposite Nov. 9 
entry Ste ea ; ‘ - " 150 
Statement of National Advertising Co. to John M. Butler dated 
Oct 31, 1950, showing balance of $12,659.69 and total charges 
of $20,514.21 for the period Oct. 18-31, 1950_ 17: 
36 | Statement of receipts and expenditures filed by John Marshall 
Butler in the office of the Secretary of the U. 5. Senate, Dec. 7, 
1950 ; - pei : ; / 199 
37 | Photostatie copy of report signed by John M. Butler supple- 
menting his report of Dec. 7, 1950, and filed in the office of the 
Secretary of the U. S. Senate on Feb. 27, 1951; attached to 
which is a photostatic copy of letter dated Feb. 26, 1951, from 
Jon M. Jonkel to Cornelius P. Mundy, Esq., concerning expen- 
ditures and contributions not reflected in the official report 
filed by Mr. Mundy with the secretary of state of Maryland 199 
38 | Photostatic copy of check in the amount of $1,500 drawn by 
Bazy Miller to the order of Jon M. Jonkel on the Union Trust 
Co., Washington, D. C., Oct. 18, 1950; and photostat of 
reverse side showing deposit endorsement by Jon M. Jonkel to 
the First National Bank 
39 | Photostatic copy of check dated Sept. 11, 1950, drawn by Bazy 
Miller to the order of Jon M. Jonkel in the amount of $2,000 
on the Continental Illinois Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago; also 
deposit endorsement to First National Bank, Baltimore, by 
Jon M. Jonkel.- ; 249 
40 | Photostatic copy of check drawn by J. D. 8. Coleman on the 
Bank of the Manhattan Co., New York, N. Y., dated Nov. 2, 
1950, to the order of John Jonkel in the sum of $500; also 
photostat of reverse side showing blank endorsement by Jon 
Jonkel, suite 438, Lord Baltimore Hotel 251 
41 | Photostatic copy of check on the Central Hanover Bank «& Trust 
Co., New York, dated Oct. 31, 1950, in the sum of $1,000 pay- 
able to the order of John Jonkel drawn by G. N. O. Moffett; 
also photostat of reverse side showing blank endorsement by 
Jon Jonkel-__- Piha ‘ 271 
42 | John Marshall Butler campaign piece entitled ‘“You Sure Did 
Senator,’’ containing reproductions of newspaper cartoons crit- 
' jeal of the Tydings subcommittee__ _- Jd 271 
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Photostatic copy of check in the sum of $100 drawn on the First 
National Bank of Minnesota to the order of Mrs. Peter Miller 
by Henry T. McKnight, dated Nov. 5, 1950; and photostat of 
reverse side showing blank endorsements by Mrs. Peter Miller 
and Jon M. Jonkel 

Photostatic copy of bar chart entitled ‘Voting Trend in Mary- 
land. tepublican Percentage of Vote for Major Offices 
1936-50.” 

Recapitulation of votes polled in Maryland counties and Balti- 
more City in the senatorial elections of 1946 and 1950 and the 
gubernatorial election of 1950 

Copy of communication dated Oct. 10, 1950, to the Secretary of 
State, Annapolis, Md., relating to the formation of a political 
committee known as Young Democrats for Butler, and the 
appointment of John B. Purnell as treasurer 

Letter dated Oct. 23, 1950, from James P. Brock, administrative 
assistant, executive department, Annapolis, Md., to Edward 
B. Freeman, chairman, Young Democrats for Butler, acknow]l- 
edging receipt of Young Democrats for Butler letter dated Oct. 
LS, 1950 


Copy of original bill submitted by the Times-Herald, Washington, 


D. C., to the Young Democrats for Butler, John B. Purnell, 
treasurer, in the sum of $1,440 for ‘‘500,000 copies of circular.” 
Photostatic copy of account and statement of the Young Demo- 
erats for Butler filed over the signature of John B. Purnell, 
treasurer, in the Cireuit Court for Baltimore City, Md 

Photostatic copy of letter from John B. Purnell, treasurer, 
Young Democrats for Butler, to the secretary of state of 
Marvland, dated Nov. 4, 1950, concerning the appointment 
f W. Harold Leonhart as a “‘political agent”’ 

Photostatic copy of check in the amount of $1,741 drawn by the 
C. M. Berndt Co., Ine., Baltimore, Md., on the Equitable 
Trust Co., Baltimore, Md., dated Nov. 3, 1950, payable to 
the order of the Baltimore Sunday American; also photostatic 
copy of reverse side showing deposit endorsement bv Balti- 
more News American, Baltimore News American Division, 
Hearst Consolidated Publications, Ine 

Letter from James P. Brock, administrative assistant, executive 
department, Annapolis, Md., to John B. Purnell, treasurer, 
Young Democrats for Butler, acknowledging receipt of Mr. 
Brock’s letter of Nov. 4 concerning the appointment of W. 
Harold Leonhart as a “political agent” 

Photostatic copy of announcement and invitation to subscribe 
to ‘Four Off-the-Record Evenings on Russia” at the Ward- 
man Park Hotel, Washington, D. C., sponsored by the Bryn 
Mawr College Endowment Committee in Washington 

Photostatie copy of handwritten statement of Paul E. Sullivan 
dated July 6, 1950, relating to employment with the Depart- 
ment of State as a file clerk for the stated purpose of removing 
derogatory material relating to State Department personnel 

Photostatic copy of handwritten statement of Francis Eugene 
O’Brien dated July 11, 1950, relating to employment with the 
State Department as a file clerk for the stated purpose of re- 
moving from personnel files all papers except administrative 
forms 

Photostatic copy of unsigned statement dated July 7, 1950 
identity of maker not disclosed) relating to employment as 
file clerk in the State Department under stated instructions 
to remove all derogatory material from the personnel files 
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Photostatic copy of handwritten statement dated July 11, 1950, 
signed by Burney Threadgill, Jr., relating to employment with 
the State Department in 1946 as a personnel file clerk 

Photostatic copy of letter to Hon. Joseph R. McCarthy, U. S. 
Senate, from J. Edgar Hoover, Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
dated July 27, 1950, and stating that the FBI had made no 
examination of the 81 loyalty files which the members of the 
Tydings committee had under scrutiny 

Newspaper clippings cf articies by David Lawrence critical of 
Senator Tydings as chairman of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee 

Photograph of Karl Browder testifying before the Senate Loyalty 
Investigating Committee 

Same photograph as exhibit No. 60, reduced in size and reversed 

Portion of photograph showing former Senator Tydings in a 
sitting position with right hand to right side of face 

ixcerpt from Life magazine issue of Mar. 12, 1951, bearing cap- 
tion “Composite trickery’ and showing photographs from 
which the composite Browder-Tydings picture was made 

Petty cash receipt dated Sept. 16, 1950, in the sum of $1,200 
“for Marse Calloway precinct workers” on printed form bear- 
ing the name of Theodore Klupt & Co. and showing under 
“approved by,” the initials, ‘‘J MJ”’ 

Samples of campaign literature showing John M. Butler, Repub- 
lican candidate for United States Senator; Theodore Roosevelt 
MecKeldin, candidate for governorship of Maryland, and 
James W. Miller, candidate for Congress, Fourth Congressional 
District 

Copy of editorial page of the Baltimore Sun, editorial of Monday, 
Nov. 13, 1950, containing article of C. P. Ives relating to the 
Communist issue in American politics 

Statement of art work performed by William H. Poellinger for 
the John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee in the total 
amount of $232, which includes art work on You Sure Did 
Senator, Back to Good Old Dixie, and Wheat’s the Score 

Canceled check drawn by W. F. Peterson on the First Nationa 
Bank, Baltimore, Md., dated Nov. 2, 1950, in the sum of 
$1,000, payable to cash ; 

Photostatic copy of check drawn by H. J. Porter, dated Houston, 


Tex., Oct. 31, 1950, in the sum of $1,000 payable to the order 


of John Jonkel, treasurer; also photostat of reverse side show 
ing blank endorsement by ‘Jon Jonkel, treasurer,” and 
deposit endorsement of M. F. Peterson 

United States News and World Report, issue of Nov. iz. 1950, 
p. 33: Telephone interview with Senator Millard E. Tydings 
concerning the reasons for his defeat. (Full text appears in 
testimony of Jon Jonkel, pp. 310-311.) 

Photostatic copy of cheek drawn by C. W. Murchison and 
countersigned by G. E. Shelton, dated Dallas, Tex., Oct. 27, 
1950, drawn upon the First National Bank, Dallas, Tex., in the 
sum of $10,000 payable to the order of John Jonkil (sic); and 
phoiostatic copy of reverse side showing endorsements by 


Jon Jonkel and W. F. Peterson 


Deposit slips of the Fidelity Trust Co., Baltimore, Md., in the 


t 
account of Marshall Hawks Advertising, for the period Oct. 13, 
to Dee. 20, 19506 
Letterhead of Marshall Hawks Advertising, Baltimore, Md., 
showing breakdown of total amount of $10,636.17 billed and 
received on behalf of the Butler Campaign Committee for 
radio and television contracts; also Marshall Hawks Advertising 
billhead showing breakdown of total amount of $297.50, billed 
and received on behalf of Young Democrats for Butler 
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John M. Butler campaign literature piece entitled “A Brief Story 
of John Marshall Butler’’ : Sinton 
Post card showing picture of John M, Butler, Republican 

candidate, United States Senate 
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Statement showing account of Wolk Printing Co., Baltimore, 


Md., with John M. Butler headquarters for the period Aug. 16 
to Dec. 22, 1950, in the total sum of $7,505.94______. ; 

Photostatic copy of check dated Detroit, Mich., Oct. 30, 1950, 
drawn on the Manufacturers National Bank of Detroit by 
Alvin M. Bentley, in the sum of $5,000, payable to the order 
of Butler for Senator Club; also photostatic copy of reverse side 
showing endorsement by Jon M. Jonkel for the Butler for 
Senator Club and endorsements by Wilma E. Lee and Rex 
Lee — 7 ‘ tai * . 

Photostatic ‘copy of check dated Houston, Tex., Oct. 31, 1950, 
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by Daniel C. Gainey; also photostat of reverse side showing 
endorsement by Jon Jonkel to Rex Lee “for addressing and 
postage on post cards’’ and deposit endorsement of Rex Lee 
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These numbers inadvertently not used. 

Photostatic copy of typewritten memorandum from Donald A. 
Surine to Senator McCarthy relating to William H. Fedder, 
Baltimore, Md., and the latter’s agreement to produce 50,000 
post cards for the Butler Campaign Committee. (Complete 
text appears in testimony of Donald A. Surine, pp. 677-678.) - 

Photostatic copy of typewritten letter signed ‘‘Don Surine’’ to 
Hon. John M. Butler, Mercantile Trust Co. Bldg., Baltimore, 
Md., enclosing ‘‘copy of a memorandum together with photo- 
stat of a statement made by William Fedder, which I think 
will be of interest to vou.” owl 

Photostatie copies of 50 letters from the John M. Butler cam- 
paign headquarters transmitting checks to Cornelius P. 
Mundy, FEsq., First National Bank Bldg., Baltimore, Md., 
and, in certain cases, requesting the issuance of checks by Mr. 
Mundy. Most of these letters are signed by Catherine Van 
Dyke. Some bear the signature of Jon M. Jonkel._ 

Copy of cartoon from the Chicago Daily Tribune, Saturday, 
Oct. 28, 1950 


} 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Page 
intro- 
duced 


472 
477 


541 


484 


484 


484 


485 


517 


517 


644 


644 





CONTENTS xI 


SCHEDULE OF EXHIBITS—Continued 





Page 
Number Contents | intro- 
duced 
86 | Copy of affidavit by William J. Christopher dated Mar. 1, 1951, 
relating to distribution of 100,000 copies of the tabloid From 
the Record . 840 


87 | Affidavit of John D. Connolly, Sr., superintendent of mails in 

charge of distribution, Baltimore, Md., dated Mar. 22, 1951, 

relating to receipt of post cards for mailing on week end of 

Nov. 4, 1950, and supplemental statement dated Mar. 27, 

1951 ; 914 
88 | Affidavit of Columbus H. Isaacs, United States postal service 
foreman, relating to receipt of post cards bearing picture of 


John M. Butler, on the week end of Nov. 4, 1950 914 
89 | Photostatic copy of long-distance telephone operator toll tickets 
bearing dates from Oct. 31 to Nov. 5, 1950 1005 


90 | Copy of portion of National Advertising Co. telephone bill 

showing total services and telegrams for period Oct. 26 to 

Nov. 24 L005 
91 Delivery ticket of National Advertising Co. to John M. Butler 

Campaign for Senator dated Nov. 4, 1950 for 10,000 copies of 

Why Senator? and 10,000 copies of The Family Story of 

Butler 1005 
92 | Carbon copy of packing slip of National Advertising Co. dated 

Nov. 6, 1950, showing delivery of 200 tabloids to ““Mrs. Van 


Dvke, Butler Headquarters, Lord Baltimore Hotel.” 1005 
92-A | Photostatic copy of ledger sheet of National Advertising Co. 
bearing caption ‘‘November 1950—receipts”’ - - - 1005 


93 | Photograph of Senate hearing of the Loyalty Investigating Com- 
mittee showing Earl Browder in the witness chair and former 
Senator Tydings as chairman 1062 
94 | Copy of letter from Hon. Owen Brewster, United States Senator, 
to Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, Director, Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation, dated Oct. 21, 1950, requesting clarification of Mr. 
Hoover’s position as expressed in a communication addressed 


to Senator Millard Tydings dated Sept. 8, 1950. (Complete 
text of this letter appears in testimony of former Senator 
Tydings, p. 1072.) 1072 


95 | Communication from J. Edgar Hoover to Senator Brewster dated 
Oct. 23, 1950, stating that the 6 points enumerated in Senator 
Brewster’s letter of Oct. 21, 1950, accurately reflect FBI 
action in connection with the State Department personnel 
files. (Complete text of this letter appears in testimony of 
former Senator Tydings, p. 1072.) 3 ‘ 1072 
96 | Letter from Carlisle H. Humelsine, Deputy Under Secretary, 
Department of State, Apr. 6, 1951, to Edward A. McDermott, 
chief counsel, Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, 
U. S. Senate, confirming that the ‘loyalty cases’? to which 
Senator Joseph McCarthy referred in a speech on the floor of 
the U.S. Senate on or about Feb. 20, 1950, were the same cases 
which had previously been considered by other congressional 
committees of the 80th Congress 1071 
97 | Campaign literature piece entitled ““The Truth About the Sub- 
committee’s Investigation of the State Department’’ dis- 
tributed on behalf of Millard E. Tydings by Thomas J. 
Kenney - - 1067 
98 | Cartoon caricature of Senator Tydings and President Trumar 
bearing the caption ‘Errand Boy Returns,” distributed in the 
Democratic primary on behalf of Hugh J. Monaghan II, 
Democratic candidate for United States Senator 1101 
99 | Photostats of 19 deposit slips of the First National Bank, 
Baltimore, Md., in the account of Jon M. Jonkel, covering 
| the period July 18, 1950, to Feb. 1, 1951 . 1179 








XII CONTENTS 


SCHEDULE OF EXHIBITS—Continued 


Number Contents 





100 | Ledger sheets of the First National Bank of Baltimore, Md., in 
the account of Jon M. Jonkel, care of Southern Hotel, Balti- 
more 3, Md., covering the period July 18, 1950, to Feb. 23, 1951 

101 | Communication from J. Edgar Hoover, Director, FBI, to Senator 
Monroney, dated Apr. 3, 1951, relating to the service record 
of former Special Agent Donald A. Surine. (The complete 
text of this communication appears in the testimony of 
Donald A. Surine, p. 11383) 

102 | Communication from J. Edgar Hoover dated Apr. 11, 1951, to 
Edward A. McDermott, Esq., chief counsel, Senate Subcom- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, enclosing copies of com- 
munications to and from Donald A. Surine relating to resig- 
nation from the FBI 

103 | Copy of communication dated Feb. 7, 1950, from Donald A. 
Surine to J. Edgar Hoover, Director, FBI, submitting resig- 
nation as a special agent 

104 | Copy of communication from J. Edgar Hoover, dated Feb. 9, 
1950, to Donald A. Surine, advising him that his name is being 
dropped from the roils of the FBI, effective at the close of 
business, Feb. 8, 1950_ 

105 | Copy of a communication from J. Edgar Hoover, Director, FBI, 
to Donald A. Surine, dated Mar. 6, 1950, stating that “‘it will 
not be possible to change the manner in which you were sep- 
arated from the Bureau’s rolls’’ 

106 | Copy of first page of S. Rept. No. 2018, 8ist Cong., 2d sess., 
containing text of S. Res. 231 adopted on Feb. 22, 1950, 
authorizing study and investigation of lovalty of State De- 
partment employees. (Complete text of resolution appears 
in testimony of former Senator Tydings, p. 1090.) 

107 | Photostatic copies of Post Office Department Form No. 3606 
entitled “‘Sender’s Statement and Certificate of Bulk Mailing”’ 
covering mailing of From the Reeord 

108 | Copies of telegraphic and other communications to Fulton Lewis, 
Jr., with reference to sponsorship of broadcasts, and use of 
broadcast time by Senator Tydings 

109 | Fulton Lewis, Jr., press release relating to statement attributed 
to Senator Tydings that he was required to go to Mutual Net- 
work officials and to the Federal Communications Commission 
to obtain Mr. Lewis’ broadcast time 

110 | Telegrams addressed to Fulton Lewis, Jr., relating to broadcast 
of Senator Tvdings 

111 | Copies of Fulton Lewis, Jr., broadeasts during the period Oct. 
18 to Noy. 6, 1950; and broadcasts of Senator Tydings on the 
Fulton Lewis, Jr., program 

112 | Magazine, newspaper articles, editorials, and other miscellaneous 
papers, described below: 


| 
| 


The Maryland Primaries: Korea and Senator Tydings Give 


Them a National Significance. Article by Felix Morley in 
Barron’s, Sept. 11, 1950, p. 3. 

Composite photograph of Senator McCarthy and a gorilla, 
with caption: ‘‘This is the kind of picture that McCarthy’s 
aides used to help defeat ex-Senator Tydings.’’ CIO 
News, Feb. 5, 1951, p. 7. 

News story on eve of the Democratic primary containing 
references by Senator Tydings’ 2 Democratic opponents 
unfavorable to his investigation of the State Department. 
Baltimore Sunday Sun, Sept. 17, 1950, p. 28. 

Editorial entitled “The State Upset’’ contains comments on 
the Republican victory in Maryland. It refers to Senator 
sutler as a man of ability, but regrets that “‘he laid so 
muen emphasis on MeCarthyism.’’ The Baltimore 
Kivening Sun, Nov. 8, 1950. 


Page 
intro- 
duced 


1179 


ms 
— pant 
Ww bo 


1143 


1143 


1143 


1143 


1090 


1005 


593 


593 


593 


593 


1193 








CONTENTS XIII 


SCHEDULE OF EXHIBITS—Continued 


Number Contents in 


112 | Magazine, newspaper articles, ete—Continued 

Typewritten copy of news story describing primary cam- 
paign speech by Hugh J. Monaghan II, in which he 
charged that the Tydings committee report “‘has given the 
green light to Stalin’s agents in this country to continue to 
gnaw at the foundations of our national security. salti- 
more Sun, Sept. 1, 1950. 

Typewritten copy of news story bearing headline: ‘‘Meyers 
and Monaghan attack Tydings’ whitewash and record as 
Armed Services Committee chairman.”’ Baltimore Sun, 
Sept 13, 1950. 

Typewritten copy of news story describing election cam- 
paign speech by Senator Tydings in which he accused 
John Marshall Butler of campaign distortions. Balti- 
more Sun, Oct. 24, 1950 

News story describing the issues in the Maryland primary. 
The New York Times, Sunday, Sept. 17, 1950 

Front-page news story giving the results of the Maryland 
election of Nov. 7, 1950 Baltimore Evening Sun, Nov. 
8, 1950. 

Editorial entitled “Harmony at Last’ describing 
achievement of unity after a contest for the Democratic 
gubernatorial nomination in Marvland, Baltimore Even- 
ing Sun, Oct. 3, 1950 


the 


News story describing local Baltimore political contests in 
the 1950 election The Baltimore Sun, Oct. 5, 1950, 
p tO 

ront-page news story containing summary of Marvland 
election results. The Baltimore News-Post, Nov. 8, 1950 


[ypewritten copy of news story describing attack upon 
Senator Tydings by 2 of his opponents, Mr. Butler and 
Mr. Mever. The Baltimore Sun, Aug. 31, 1950. Type- 
written excerpt of news story containing assertion by Mr 
Mever of a whitewash by the Tydings committee of the 
dislovalty charges. The Baltimore Sun, Sept. 16, 1950 

News story describing the victory of Theodore R MeKeldit 
in standing ull opposed for the Repub wan nomil , 
Governor of Marviand in the 1950 election. The Balti- 
more Evening Sun, Aug. 10, 1950 

News story describing Republican el] 
the Nov. 7 election in Prince Ge orges County. The 
Baltimore Evening Sun, Nov. 8, 1950 

News storv describing Tvdings’ vietorv in his home county 
The Baltimore Evening Sun, Nov. 8, 1950. 

News story describing election eve statements by \Ir 

Tydings and Mr. Butler 

Typewritten copy of news story by Edward F. Rvan | 

ing reasons for Tydings’ defeat in Maryland. The 

Washington Post. Nov 9 1950, p l 

Press release of Senator Tydings’ opening campaign address, 
Aug. 31, 1950. 

Copv of radio speech by Senator Tvdings in which he at 

} tacks the use of the composite photograph of himse 

and Browder W B AL. Nov. 6, 1950. 


lation for 





aim of major upset 





list- 











MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 1951 


Untrep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON RuLES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcomittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:15 a. m., in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith 
(Maine), and Hendrickson. 

Also present: Edward A. McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. 
Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The meeting of the subcommittee in the open 
hearing will come to order. 

Senator Burier. Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of personal 
privilege. 

Senator Monronry. The gentleman will state his point. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, UNITED STATES 
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Senator Buriter. Mr. Chairman, before this committee begins its 
deliberations, I request permission to raise the question as to the type 
of jurisdiction that the committee proposes to exercise and as to the 
nature of these proceedings. 

I shall confine myself to these questions in a brief statement, which 
I trust the committee will permit me to make, therefore, without 
interruption. 

I am not here in response to any invitation to testify. 

Senator Monronery. Excuse me, Senator. The committee will please 
be in order, and the guests in the room here will please help the 
committee to maintain order, so that we will maintain a judicial 
atmosphere at these hearings. 

Senator Butter. May I proceed, sir? 

Senator Monronry. You may proceed. 

Senator Burter. I am not here in response to any invitation that I 
testify, but solely for the purpose stated. 

I have been informed that at this hearing, witnesses are to be publicly 
heard whose testimony may involve criticism of me personally, my 
qualifications, and my conduct of my campaign. I, therefore, earnestly 
insist that before the hearing of any testimony, it is essential for the 
committee to determine the character of the hearing. 

There are only two constitutional powers under which this com- 
mittee may be acting. Under article I, section 5, clause (1) of our 
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Constitution, the Senate is the judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its Members. 

Under its legislative powers, the Senate has authority to investigate. 
Since the procedure is totally different and wholly different con- 
siderations govern, I submit at the outset it is necessary to determine 
which kind of a hearing is to be conducted. 

While I have requested information, I have received none, nor have 
I been given notice of any specific charges that the committee’s 3 
months’ investigation may have disclosed, which would warrant any 
contest as to my “election, the returns, or as to my qualifications, 

First, it must be conceded that I have been duly returned as elected 
as a United States Senator by the proper Maryland authorities. 
There is, therefore, no occasion for the exercise by the Senate of its 
power with respect to elections and returns. The official vote was 
326,291 for me, and 283,180 for my opponent, showing a majority of 
45,111. ' 

Secondly, no question has been raised in Maryland as to my own 
complete compliance with the Maryland State Corrupt Practices 
Act. All reports were filed as required by me and my duly registered 
political agent, Mr. Mundy. 

Under the Maryl: ind Corrupt Practices Act, Maryland Annotated 

Code 1939, article 33, section 226, my opponent, or indeed any 10 
Fs qualified voters, could within 30 days after the election have 
had a complete and speedy investigation by a Maryland court and 
jury into any violation of the statute. Ther esult of any such judicial 
investigation would have, under Maryland law, been available to this 
committee and the United States Senate. 

Our Maryland law has provided adequate, impartial, judicial means 
of determining whether Maryland law has been violated. No peti- 
tion was ever filed in any Maryland court, either within the statutory 
time or at any other time by my opponent or by any 10 voters, 
alleging any violation of the Maryland statute. 

Does this committee, then, intend to disregard the fact that the 
Maryland authorities have found no reason to proceed or to take 
action on any alleged violations? Neither my opponent nor any 10 
voters has dared submit such a question to a Maryland court and a 
jury, as provided by Maryland law. 

Next, I have no personal knowledge of any violation of the Federal 
Corrupt Practices Act. I filed, and my treasurer has filed, complete 
statements which I believe were a full compliance with that statute. 

[ have never run for an elective office before, and I do not claim to 
be an expert in political procedures. 

In my campaign there were many citizens who volunteered to assist 
me, a large number of whom had had no previous political experi- 
ence, Since my victory, I have learned that many people, unknown 
to me at the time of the campaign, were working independently to 
assist me. 

It is thus impossible for me to state that the investigators of this 
committee may not have found some technical violations, as indeed, 
I suspect, could be found in a 3 months’ investigation of any political 
campaign. But I can state wholeheartedly and without any qualifi- 
cation whatsoever that I have never knowingly violated any statute 
or a single provision of any statute, and that if any of my supporters 
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have done so, such violations were technical in character, and rela- 
tively trivial, and due to inexperience and not to intention. 

There is no suggestion that ‘the total amount of my expenditures 
Was excessive compared to expenditures in other senatorial campaigns. 
It will also be found that they were well within the limits of either 
State or Federal statutes. 

As I understand it, during the past 3 months, this committee has 
been performing a function analogous to that of a grand jury, which 
is to determine and ascertain whether there is any probable cause for 
further action, and to do so in a manner which will protect citizens 
against frivolous and unfounded public charges. 

When it comes to a question of a public hearing, then I submit that 
before any such public hearing, in a similar manner, this committee 
should find that there is probable cause therefor. If it is found that 
there is any such probable cause, then I respectfully remind this com- 
mittee that the Supreme Court has held in Barry v. Cunningham (279 
U.S. 597, 615) that in that event this committee acts in its judici : 
capacity in exercising the power to judge the qualifications of i 
Members. 

It invariably follows, therefore, that if the purpose of this hearing 
is to inquire into my qualifications or to reflect on me, I am entitled 
to notice of the charges made, an opportunity to prepare my answer, 
to assemble my evidence, and an opportunity to cross-examine wit- 
nesses, as required in every judicial trial. 

As the Supreme Court said in /n re Oliver (333 U.S. 257, 273) : 

A person's right to reasonable notice of a charge against him, and an oppor 
tunity to be heard in his defense—a right to his day in court—are basie in our 
system of jurisprudence; and these rights include, as a minimum, a right to 
examine the witnesses against him, to offer testimony, and to be represented by 
counsel, 

I have no information whether any charges have been made against 
mie. 

Senator Monroney. The chairman will ask the Senator to pleas 
address the committee. 

Senator Burter. There is not and cannot be any suggestion that 
any technical or trivial irregularities that the investigators may have 
found in this case are comparable to the wholesale fraud, bribery, or 
tremendous expenditures which have served as a basis for unseating 

elected Senator. No Senator has ever been unseated because of 
mere irregularities in procedure. 

In all cases where Senators have been unseated, there has been proof 
of widespread fraud, bribery, or such large expenditures as to amount 
to wholesale vote buying, and that the election was not a true expres- 
sion of the voters’ will, 

The Supreme Court has said in Barry versus Cunningham, supra, 
the obvious purpose of the provision in the Constitution empower 
ing the Senate to determine the qualifications of its own Members 
was 
to vest the Senate with authority to exclude persons asserting membership who 
either had not been elected or, what amounts to the same thing, had been elected 
by resort to fraud, bribery, corruption, or other sinister methods having the 
effect of vitiating the elections, 

I fee] certain that the committee, in its 3 months’ investigation, 
found no evidence that would meet this test. Therefore, its purnose 
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must be to conduct an investigation preliminary to possible legislation 
and not in regard’to my qualifications. Such an investigation involves 
completely and widely different considerations, and I shall be most 
ready and eager to be of assistance. 

The considerations to which I refer are: First, the question before 
the committee should not be the Maryland campaign alone, but the 
campaigns in all 48 States. There is no reason for singling out the 
State of Maryland. 

It is, of course, true that in many States there are political machines 
and charges of wholesale vote frauds, as the Senators know. I do not 
need to name those States. 

There is no Republican machine in Maryland which has ever been 
charged with vote frauds or scandals of that kind. There was no Re- 
publican machine in Maryland at the time of my election. Indeed, 
there had been no Republican Governor elected in Maryland since 
1934, and only three since the Civil War. 

There had been no Republican Senator elected in Maryland since 
1928. In view of the national publicity as to vote frauds and machine 
politics in many cities and States of the country, it would seem a 
little strange for this committee to single out Maryland as a State to 
be first investigated. 

Second, in an investigation as to possible legislation, where it in- 
volves the inquiring into a campaign in any State, it may also reflect 
upon the conduct of the Senator from that State. 

Therefore, if ultimately this committee investigates election prac- 
tices in any State, in all fairness, the Senators from that State should 
have the opportunity to know what witnesses are to be examined, the 
nature of the testimony proposed to be offered, and an apportunity 
to produce testimony or cross-examine witnesses. 

The Senators know only too well that campaign gossip may be 
distorted without warrant into charges reflecting on a Senator’s hon- 
or and integrity. Even if accorded a later opportunity to testify, 
the truth would never catch up with such charges. 

If, in an election which I won by the larges majority that has ever 
been given a Republican senatorial candidate in the history of my 
State, this condition is going to permit my opponent to use the investi- 
gative process as a rostrum to repeat his campaign arguments or to 
explain away his defeat, then surely this committee is establishing a 
precedent under which every defeated candidate, especially in close 
elections, will attempt to do the same thing. 

I earnestly suggest to the committee that there would be great 
danger that hearings conducted to permit defeated candidates to re- 
hash political arguments of a campaign will degenerate into smear 
attacks on the reputations of Senators, under the guise of investiga- 
tion as to legislation. 

Moreover, examination of witnesses at public hearings where no bill 
or particulars has been give as to any complaints inevitably means a 
fishing expedition which will give wide publicity to vicious campaign 
gossip. 

To restate precisely the question of person privilege which I have 
raised about procedure, I submit that the following courses are open 
to the committee : 

(1) If it should determine that its preliminary investigation dis- 
closes probable cause for my disqualification, I should be given notice 
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of the charges, a list of witnesses, an opportunity to prepare for my 
defense, and the usual rights accorded in a judicial hearing. 

(2) If the committee should, as I confidently expect it will, de- 
termine that there has been no sufficient evidence produced at its 
preliminary investigation to warrant an election contest, then it should 
so report to the Senate. To do otherwise would be manifestly unjust, 
as it would amount to a prosecution of an elected Senator under the 
guise of preliminary ly for legislation, without giving him the 
constitutional rights of a judicial hearing. 

Finally, I deeply resent the fact that ex-Senator Millard Tydings, 
emphatically repudiated by the voters of the great State of Mary- 
land, be allowed to blacken the name and reputation of Maryland. 

I speak for the Democrats, a large majority of whom voted for me, 
as well as the Republicans in my State when I charge that my recent 
opponent, by his reckless and unjustified attacks upon me, is in reality 
attacking the intelligence and honesty of the voters of Maryland, who 
have supported me by an unprecedented majority. 

Despite the fact that on November 7, with a majority of 43,100, the 
voters of Maryland decreed that ex-Senator Tydings should no longer 
represent them in the Halls of the United States Congress, he is at- 
tempting to go behind their backs and get this committee to overrule 
their decision. 

Senator Henpricxson. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the light of some 
of the questions raised by Senator Butler, I think it is very impor- 
tant that the committee proceed to go into executive session at this 
point. 

Senator Monroney. I believe so. As I understand the rules under 
which the subcommittee is operating, we operate under the Senate 
rules when there are no committee rules pertaining. Therefore, the 
point of personal privilege that has been raised is one that this com- 
mittee will have to decide. 

Senator Burier. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monronry. The chairman does not feel capable of ruling 
on that. In fact, I believe it is a matter for the full subcommittee to 
determine. Therefore, since this raises a rather important question, 
it is the decision of the subcommittee that this is a question which will 
require study of this matter, it is one of which we had not previously 
been advised, and, therefore, it is the decision of the subcommittee that 
we will recess the hearing until 1: 30 this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 10:35 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 1:30 p. m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The meeting of the subcommittee will come to 
order. 

The Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections has, by unanimous 
vote, decided to continue the hearings which were recessed this morn- 
ing to consider the point of personal privilege raised by Senator John 
Marshall Butler. 

While the chairman may have erred in extending the right of per- 
sonal privilege in the subecommittee—which privilege the Parliamen- 
tarian of the Senate says does not exist—I feel that the action in this 
case in giving the subcommittee proper time to consider the questions 
‘aised by Senator Butler was well taken. 
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In answer to the questions raised, the subcommittee holds that we 
are acting under the terms of article 1, section 5, clause 1, of the Con- 
stitution, which reads: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own Members— 
and so forth. 

Further, the rules of the Senate, under which the Committee on 
Rules and Administration functions, and of which we are a part, pro- 
vide clearly (p. 39) : 

(D) Matters relating to the election of the President, Vice President, or Mem- 
bers of Congress ; corrupt practices ; contested elections ; credentials and qualifica- 
tions; Federal elections generally ; Presidential succession. 

Mr. Butler raises the question of the type of jurisdiction and the 
nature of these proceedings. 

When complaints concerning matters within our jurisdiction are 
filed with us, and action is taken thereon, we have a threefold obli- 
gation: 

(1) To develop facts which might be necessary in the event of a 
contest over the Senate seat or to permit the Senate to decide whether 
a particular Senator should be seated or permitted to retain his seat; 

(2) Where facts suggestive of the violation of Federal or State 
laws are developed to refer those findings to proper law-enforcing 
agencies for appropriate action; and 

(3) To use the facts, developed by the subcommittee in its investi- 
gations, as a basis for recommending remedial and amendatory legis- 
lation. 

On this basis, and in this attitude, we have approached the pres- 
ent case and, by preliminary investigation, have developed certain 
information which is to be presented in more detail, and under oath, 
at this hearing. 

Senator Butler’s request for information as to what witnesses are to 
be examined, the nature of the testimony proposed to be offered, and 
an opportunity to produce testimony has been anticipated and was 
unanimously ordered by the subcommittee yesterday. The list has 
been prepared and will be submitted immediately to him. 

At the request of assistant counsel, representing the minority, we 
agreed yesterday to postpone testimony of all witnesses excepting the 
complaining witness, former Senator Tydings, until next Tuesday in 
order to give all parties a chance to further acquaint themselves with 
the case. We decided not to permit the cross-examination of witnesses 
by private counsel. 

Only by a study of the information and the testimony under oath 
can this committee determine whether there are grounds for the com- 
plaint or whether any evidence exists upon whic *h an election contest 
could be based. This committee is endeavoring to gather evidence 
under oath to determine this. 

Throughout the course of these proceedings the committee will 
bear in mind the possible application of any of the points suggested 
by Senator Butler in his statement this morning. 

We will proceed now with the taking of testimony. 

It was unanimously decided by the subcommittee that all witnesses 
appearing here would testify under oath. You have no objection to 
that ? 
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Mr. Typtnes. Not the slightest; I request it. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
shall give to this subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Typrnes. I do. 

Senator Monronry. You may proceed. 


‘TESTIMONY OF MILLARD E. TYDINGS, FORMER UNITED STATES 
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Typines. Gentlemen, I make the request at the start that I 
be permitted to read my statement through, and then I will be glad 
to submit to any interrogation that the committee or counsel desire. 
It will help me to develop the case if you will allow me to do it in 
that fashion. 

Senator Monroney. That will be so ordered. 

Incidentally, because of the large crowd here, I hope that the pho- 
tographers and members of the press will—those who wish to get 
pictures—take them before and at the conclusion of the testimony, 
so that we will not be bothering or interfering with or delaying the 
proceedings unduly with pictures. 

Mr. Typrnes. Are you ready, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Monroney. You may proceed. 

Mr. Typines. Mr. Chairman, lady and gentlemen of the committee, 
thank you for your invitation to testify in the matter before you. 

At the outset, I want to make my position clear. First, I have come 
to testify at the invitation of the committee. Second, I have not and 
do not now ask that any specific action be taken upon the evidence 
adduced. That isa matter for your committee and the Senate to deter- 
mine for themselves, in my opinion. 

I come as a private citizen, feeling it my duty to disclose certain 
scandalous, scurrilous, libelous, and unlawful practices in the recent 
Maryland campaign for such action as you may deem appropriate. 
Also, I believe the evidence adduced will help in improving the elec- 
tion laws so that these despicable and illegal actions may not be 
repeated either in Maryland or elsewhere in the Nation. 

Then, too, I would like to point out that I am not a candidate, nor 
have L any desire to be a candidate, for any ee office whatever. 

Since ending my service in the Senate in January 1951 [ have become 
a private citizen by choice and not by necessity. I am out of ee hic 
life for the sole reason that I have no prese nt desire to reenter it, and 
not because there have been no opportunities for me to do so. Nothing 
but a stern sense of duty would impel me to embrace it again. After 
a long period : service, for which Lam grateful to the people of Mary- 
land, frankly, 1 am enjoying the rest, the relaxation, and the remuner- 
ation, which [ find highly desirable. Now for the evidence—I will 
ask someone if they will pass these up—I have four copies here for 
the committee, one for the counsel, and one for the stenographer— 
and I hope these will be preserved because they are getting a little 
difficult to get hold of. So, 1 would ask the committee if it would 
kindly take care of them as I may not have additional copies for those 
who may want them. 

The subject is the four-page tabloid entitled “From the Record.” 
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I call your attention to this four-page tabloid, which I ask to be con- 
sidered as an exhibit. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee as Exhibit No. 1.) 

Mr. Typrnes. You will note that it is 11 inches wide and 16 inches 
long. It was put out by a front organization of so-called “Young 
Democrats for Butler”—Edward B. Freeman, chairman, and John 
B. Purnell, treasurer. Five hundred thousand copies, a half million 
of them, were admittedly pr inted by a corporation publishing a news- 
paper in Washington, D. C., known as the Times-Herald. This pam- 
phlet was paid for by the Butler Campaign Committee. It was cir- 
cularized under the direction of the Butler Campaign Headquarters 
through the mails and by hand delivery to hundreds of thousands of 
individual homes, pretty much scattered all over Maryland. 

It came out in the closing days of the campaign, just before election, 
when there was little or no opportunity to expose its many calculated 
and deliberately false and malicious lies. It was circulated during 
that period of the Korean War when the Chinese Communists were 
entering Korea, and when the hopes aroused by the statement that 
“the boys will be home for Christmas,” and the rosy prospects of early 
victory, were rapidly being dissipated, and the fears and anxieties of 
everyone were greatly heightened. 

On the first page of this pamphlet, in column 5, there is a he: ding 
in large black type which says, “Tydings group held up arms.’ 
Under that heading, the following appears : 

One of the fundamental reasons for our early failures in the Korean War 
is being charged to the Senate Armed Services Committee, headed by Senator 
Tydings, of Maryland. Last year Congress appropriated $87,300,000 to arm the 
South Koreans. The money was authorized in two bills. One set aside 
$75,000,000 to furnish planes, tanks, antitank guns, rifles and ammunition, any 
part of which could be used in Korea. The second bill earmarked $100,300,000 
for Korea alone. 

Still quoting : 

The check-up reveals that only $200 of this money was spent before the North 
Koreans attacked. It was spent for baling wire. The Armed Servies Com- 
mittee did not use its power to see the money was used in time to prevent the 
debacle in Korea. 

Now, the headline over this article, “Tydings group held up arms,’ 
was designed to fool people outside of ‘Congress, yet that this is a 
deliberate, calculated, malicious, scurrilous, self- serving, unadulter- 
ated lie. It was projected by the Butler Campaign Committee to ap- 
proximately 500,000 homes, in the darkest days of the Korean War, 
just a few days before election. 

I did not hold up any arms at all, in Korea or anywhere else. 
Neither did the Senate Armed Services Committee hold up arms. I 
couldn’t hold up arms if I wanted to do so—which I did not then and 
do not want to do. 

I hope the committee will ask Butler when, where, and how I and 
the Senate Armed Services Committee held up the arms for Korea. 
If anything exists to support this charge, I do not know what it is. 
I suggest that you call General M: arshall or General Bradley and ask 
them if I or any of my committee ever held up arms shipments to 
Korea. 

Who are the members of the “Tydings group” which are defined 
in the article to be the Senate Armed Services Committee? I was 
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the chairman. The Democratic members thereof are its present chair- 
man, Senator Russell of Georgia. Next comes Senator Byrd, of Vir- 
ginia, then Senator Chapman, of Kentucky, next is Senator Johnson, 
of Texas, next Senator Kefauver, of Tennessee, then Senator Hunt, of 
Wyoming. On the Republican side we find the following distin- 
guished members: Senator Bridges, of New Hampshire; next our for- 
mer chairman, Senator Gurney, of South Dakota; then Senator 
Saltonstall, of Massachusetts; then Senator Wayne Morse, of Oregon ; 
then Senator Knowland, of California; and finally Senator Cain, of 
Washington. When these 12 Senators read this lying tabloid, I think 
the contents of it, referred to above, will shock them. It will come as 
news for the first time to them that they or any of them ever held up 
arms for Korea, directly or indirectly. 

They will learn that they are charged as individuals and collec 
tively with holding up arms for the South Koreans. All of an m will 
recognize at once ‘that the heading and the contents under it are a 
deliberate, barefaced, scurrilous, damnable lie. 

I ask that they be called to testify, the members of the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee, together with the Secretary of Defense, and the head 
of our Military Establishments, to support the statement I have made. 

It was the Senate Armed Services Committee, acting jointly with 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, that took the lead in formu- 
lating all legislation which would make arms quickly available to 
the South Koreans and others. Again, it was these two committees— 
and mark this, and the Congressional Record will bear it out—that 
fought against the crippling and delaying amendment to the arms- 
aid bill, in which I played a leading part, which would have curtailed 
and delayed equipping with arms all free nations opposing commu- 
nism. 

The Congressional Record will bear me out, as I have stated. It 
will show that over the last several years no voice was raised more 
frequently, and I believe with more sincerity and entreaty to provide 
arms quickly for the free democratic world against the threat of Com- 
munist aggression than was mine. 

The able Senator from New Jersey who sits on this committee, 
Mr. Hendrickson, will remember how many times I endeavored to get 
these important bills considered quickly and passed upon by the 
Senate. 

Without a doubt, Mr. Butler went over my whole record carefully. 
Those in and out of the Senate who contributed to this article knew 
they were concocting a deliberate le—as the official Congressional 
Record will show. They circularized this lie to 500,000 Maryland 
homes in order to deceive, mislead, and influence the voters of Mary- 
land and the people of the Nation. 

Of course, it had a great effect in those dark days of the Korean War. 
It was calculated to have such effect. Many thousands of dollars 
were spent upon its preparation, publication, and dissemination, so 
it would have the desired effect. If it had no effect and was not 
intended to have any effect, then why did they spend some five or 
six thousand dollars on it? The question answers itself. 

It was conceived, printed, and circulated in moral squalor by the 
dishonorable conspirators and perpetrators, who knew in advance it 
was a tissue of lies from beginning toend. They also knew that there 
was a high degree of receptivity for its message at the time it was 
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circulated. It was designed to make votes dishonorably and to fraud- 
ulently capitalize on the anxieties and fears of our people, the people 
of Maryland and the Nation. 

In passing, it will be interesting to my colleagues on the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, no doubt, particularly to those senior 
members such as Senator Bridges and Senator Gurney, the former 
chairman, and Senator Russell, the present chairman, and his next in 
command, Senator Byrd, and all of the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee, to learn that Mr. Butler and his agents and associates put out 
good money for circularizing this unadorned and dishonorable le 
concerning them, as well as me. 

Now to another part of the tabloid, From the Record. On page 3, 
there appears the following headline in heavy black oa " = ydings 
Committee Blamed for High Korean Casualties.” Under it, giving 
it the appearance of a news dispatch—which, of course, it was not— 
the article reads: 

3ALTIMORE, Mp.—Veteran observers are holding Senator Tydings, chairman 
of the Senate Armed Services Committee, to blame for the horrible cost of the 
war in Korea. It has been pointed out that Tydings is head of this Senate 
Committee which controls— 
mark the words— 
the Department of Defense, and which failed to provide this country with the 
necessary equipment to protect the soldiers, sailors, and marines who have been 
sacrificed in Korea. 

Omitting several paragraphs, in the interest of brevity, the article 
continues : 

Tydings’ part in this tragedy is that he failed to take a determined and strong 
hand to back up our men who were sent overseas to hold the line while the State 
Department haggled and see-sawed over the country’s foreign policy. 

Again omitting some paragraphs, in the interest of brevity, the 
article Says: 

During this time Tydings led his committee away from the raging controversy. 
He ducked any serious check-up of our defense resources. His excuse was that 
he did not believe the Senate should look into the matter as long as it was being 
thrashed out by the House. Result? Korea and 348 casualties for Maryland. 

I trust the committee will find time to read the whole article. Let 
me comment on the parts I have read. Here you find again that “the 
horrible cost of the whole Korean War” is again blamed on me par- 
ticularly, and on the Senate Armed Services Committee, whose mem- 
bers I have designated. It is a bold lie when it states that “veteran 
observers were hol ling Tydings to blame for the horrible cost of the 
war in Korea.” As you know, I was never consulted about nor did I 
perform any act which involved our troops in the war in Korea, neither 
did other Membe rs of the Senate. 

As we all know, our troops entered Korea as a result of our treaty 
with the United Nations and by action of the President in line there- 
with. No veteran observer held me, individually, or the Senate Armed 
Services Committee responsible for the war in Korea. 

You gentlemen know that I could not do anything in this matter 
even if L wanted to. First, I could not move unless the Senate Armed 
Services Committee authorized action. Then it would have to be 
approved by the Senate as a whole. Then, when it went to the House, 
the House Armed Services Committee would have to authorize it, 
and finally the House of Representatives would have to approve it 
and the President finally sign any measure that was promulgated 
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dealing with the armed services anywhere, in any manner, shape, or 
form. 

We all know, too, this is a government of laws and not a govern 
ment of men. You likewise know I was one of 535 Members of Con- 
gress—I think it is 531—and one of 96 Me mbers of the Senate. 

The statement that “I or the Senate Armed Services Committee con- 
trolled the Departme nt of Defense” is pure hog wash. The statement 
that this committee or the Congress “failed to provide this country 
with the necessary equipment to protect our soldiers, sailors, and 
marines who have been sacrificed in Korea” is likewise a deliberate, 
barefaced he. Every Member of the Senate knows that neither Il 
not the committee which I had the honor to head controls the Depart- 
ment of Defense. That Department is under the President, not the 
Congress. Yet the statement is deliberately made to mislead people 
into thinking that all the workings of this great and complicated 
Government having to do with war, defense, and the like were indi- 
vidually in my hands and in the hands of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee. 

The statement in the article that I “failed to take a determined and 
strong hand to back up our me n” is, of course, a scandalous, scurrilous 
lie. The statement in the article that “during this time Tydings led 
his committee away from the raging controversy; he ducked any 
serious check-up of our defense resources,” is likewise a scurrilous, 
scandalous, and libelous lie. Where is the fact to support this he? 
It does not exist. 

I say—and I hope without immodesty—that no man in Congress 
worked harder, sponsored more legislation, endeavored to get the 
Congress to adopt more defense legislation and spoke in sup res of 
more defense legislation, than I did. I could name 40 or 50 bills 
without stopping. 

Many Members of the Senate have said so publicly on the Senate 
floor. The testimonial given me in December, signed by all the mem- 
bers of the Senate Armed Services Committee, pointing out and prais- 
ing my contributions to the national defense, nails this statement for 
the deliberate, scandalous, scurrilous, and malicious lie that it is. 

All Members of the Senate who served with me know it to be just 
that. 

The statement in this article that I “led my committee away from 
the Korean controversy ” is without a shred, a vestige, or an iota of 
truth. The Senate Armed Services Committee, if you look at its 
membership, could not be led if I wanted to do so. I and all other 
members of my committee were anxious and willing, and did, bring to 
the support of the armed services every measure of aid we could in our 
legislative capacities, which was our sphere of action. 

No request of any kind that came to us from the military personnel 
or Defense Department ever went unheeded. Both before and after 
the Korean War had started, we were anxious to, and did. expedite in 
every conceivable way everything our generals and admirals asked for. 

Statements to the contrary were made in the tabloid to fraudu 
lently and unlawfully deceive and mislead the people of Maryland, 
as I shall show. 

I ask that the members of the Senate Armed Services Committee 
be summoned to substantiate my remarks on this phase of the inquiry. 
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Continuing with this four-page tabloid From the Record, there 
appears on page 4a picture of William Remington. Under this pic- 
ture is the following caption: 

Handsome William Remington, a Commerce Department official who worked 
closely with the State Department. Former Commie Spy Elizabeth Bentley told 
House committee he was a top Red agent. Senator Tydings’ whitewash com- 
mittee refused to take evidence against him and ordered him kept on the Com- 
merce Department’s payroll. He is awaiting trial for perjury for denying he 
was a Communist. 

First of all, William Remington never, and I emphasize and repeat, 
never, worked for the State Department in his life. The Senate knows 
that my committee’s inquiry was confined by the Senate order exclu- 
sively to employees of the State Department, and to nothing else at 
all. That orders said in part— 

* * * to investigate whether persons who are disloyal to the United States 

are or have been employed by the Department of State. 
Hence, since Mr. Remington never worked for the State Department, 
no evidence concerning Remington was offered or received by our com- 
mittee. We never did refuse to take evidence against him but when 
upon diligent inquiry we found he was not and never had been an 
employee ‘of the State Department, we were not directed to proceed 
with his case, and no member of the committee, Democrat or Repub- 
lican, suggested that we do so, so far as my recollection and the official 
record disclosed. 

However, the statement that my committee—and here is the point— 
“ordered him kept on the Commerce Department’s payroll” is a 
scurrilous, scandalous, and deliberate lie. Known to be a lie when 
it was uttered, it was deliberately and illegally conceived and circu- 
larized to 500,000 Maryland homes, in the closing days of this election, 
to deceive and mislead the voters and people of M: iryland. 

Ask Butler for his proof that either I, Millard Tydings, or the Sen- 
ate Investigating Committee “ordered Remington kept on the Depart- 
ment of Commerce payroll.” To whom was this order addressed ? 
By whom was it made? When? Where? How? 

There never was any such order and the conspirators who framed 
this bold lie knew it. There was no limit to their evil imaginations 
as they concocted, prepared, had printed, and circularized, at their 
expense, these—to them—known lies. They paid to have it done, too. 
Butler’s campaign expenses show this is so. 

Please keep in mind that this was done but a few days before the 
election when there was no opportunity to correct the lie. Also it is 
important to remember that it was circularized during the dark days 
of the Korean War when it would have a high receptivity. The war 
greatly heightened the American people’s fear of communistic infil- 
tration, and properly so. Thus, this he was deliberately conceived to 
smear, malign, and assassinate my character, both as a citizen and as 
a patriot, w ithout the slightest iota, scintilla, or shred of truth to sup- 
port it. If there is any truth, I want it brought on this table before 
this committee, and I hope the committee will demand that proof that 
I ordered or my committee ordered William Remington kept on the 
Commerce Department payroll. That, in itself, is enough to shock 
the sensibilities of any decent man or woman in this Republic, and 
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particularly those who occupy the highest offices in the courts or in 
the legislative halls, as the gift of the people. 

Finally, I direct the committee’s attention to the picture on the bot- 
tom of page 4 of the four-page tabloid From The Record showing Earl 
Browder, the Communist leader, and Senator Tydings in intimate 
amaraderie. It appears that my arm is behind Mr. Browder in 
friendly embrace. Under the picture there appears these words: 

Communist leader Earl Browder, shown at left, in this composite picture, was 
a star witness at the Tydings committee hearings, and was cajoled into saying 
Owen Lattimore and others accused of disloyalty were not Communists. Tydings 
(right) answered: “Oh, thank you, sir.” Browder testified in the best interests 
of those accused, naturally. 

Now, gentlemen, and lady, Senator Smith and gentlemen, here is a 
case where the evil intentions and wicked designs of the conspirators 
who assembled this lying pamphlet were caught red-handed, and I 
mean red-handed ; there is no maybe so about it. 

Of course, there never was any such picture of Browder and myself 
as was exhibited to the Maryland people and voters. I had never 
met nor seen Browder before he came before our committee. I treated 
him as I treated all other witnesses, just exactly the same. 

When he refused to cooperate I, the chairman, asked that he be cited 
for contempt of Congress, which has been done. 

After the election, the transparent dishonesty of the photograph let 
the cat out of the bag, and the hole was a large one, and the cat did 
not have to work hard to get loose. 

Since election these conspirators, in and out of the Senate, have 
scurried hither and yon trying to shift responsibility for the fake. 

Some of them have since confessed that the picture was manu- 
factured and faked. Of course, the word “composite” was stated but 
we all know that the word “composite” is not generally used or even 
understood by many people. Likewise, we all know that one picture 
is worth a thousand words. If you see it in a picture, 99 percent of 
the people say it must be so. That picture brings into clear focus the 
intent of the conspirators in their moral squi lor to deceive the people 
of the State of Maryland in the selection of a candidate for one of the 
highest offices in the world. 

There are more falsehoods in this tabloid that deserve comment but 
for the sake of brevity I will leave further review of it without addi- 
tionalcomment. The four illustrations I have shown speak eloquently 
of the character of this pamphlet. ‘They show the character of those 
who originated it, and I do not care who they are, and I will make this 
statement outside of this chamber, as well as in it, if anybody wants to 
take issue with it, and I will not recant that promise when I have fin- 
ished testifying. 

The Butler campaign committee paid for it. The Butler campaign 
committee circularized it. The Butler campaign committee took all 
the advantages which flowed from these malicious falsehoods. When 
it was called to Mr. Butler’s attention, neither he nor those associated 
with him had the fundamental manhood or decency to denounce it for 
what it was. At this point I wish to call to your attention some 
urticles in the Baltimore Sun that were written but a few days before 
election by Mr. Odell Smith, a newspaper correspondent of the Sun 
papers. 
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One article reads, and I have these here for the committee, which 
I will give counsel later, but I would prefer to read from the record— 
one article reads: 

Senator Tydings accused his Republican opponent of publishing the “faked 
photographs” and “outright falsehoods” in a last-minute effort to besmear the 
Senator’s [Tydings] record. The senior Maryland Senator, seeking his fifth 
term, referred to a four-page tabloid-sized paper which printed, among Other 
things, a composite photograph of Senator Tydings and Earl Browder, former 
head of the Communist Party of the United States. 

Mr. Smith interrogated Mr. Butler about this charge. Here is 
what Mr. Butler replied to Mr. Smith’s question. I quote: 

The headquarters of John M. Butler, the Republican nominee, denied it had 
authorized the printing and distribution of the paper, but a spokesman said, “We 
knew that some such thing was being published.” 

All you have to do is look at the campaign expenditures and you 
will find this was paid for by the Butler headquarters, and I will have 
more to say about that later on. 

Then, Mr. Odell Smith, the Sun papers correspondent, continues 
with a direct quote from Mr. Butler himself. Here is what Mr. Butler 

said, according to Mr. Smith’s byline story in the Baltimore Sun of 
eithe r November 5 or 6 or a few di Lys be fore the election. I quote now 
from Mr. Odell Smith’s story in the Sun: 


He [Senator Tydings] wants to 


here is what Mr. Butler said, and IT am quoting Butler now in Smith’s 
story— 

to boast of those parts of his record that he chooses for public exposure. He is 
now whining because parts of his record have been opened to the public view. 
That is what Mr. Butler’s comment was on the composite picture, 
giving it authenticity insofar as he could. 

After the publication had been printed and before the election, Mr. 
Butler knew of the faked photograph and the outright lies, because 
1 called them to his attention, and so did the press of Baltimore City. 
Yet, his answer to my complaint, showing the lofty pinnacle of man- 
hood from which he spoke, was, in respect to these deliberate lies “he 
is now whining’—that is I—“hecause parts of his record have been 
opened to the public view,” thereby putting his imprimatur indirectly 
on this faked and manufactured photograph. 

Again, on November 5, when Mr. Odell Smith asked Mr. Butler 
what he had further to say about my charges, Mr. Butler replied in 
the Morning Sun of that date: 

Senator Tydings’ claim that he is the victim of a smear campaign is a “des- 
perate attempt to invoke sympathy for his position.” 

Thus do we get Mr. Butler, with the knowledge right before him, 
in back of this pamphlet. There cannot be any question about it.- 

Thus, when these matters came to Mr. Butler's specific and per- 
sonal attention, his reply was to accuse me first of “whining” and 
then of a “desperate attempt to invoke sympathy for his | Tydings] 
position.” 

That shows where Mr. Butler stood on this matter. At no point 
does he deny that he knew it to be a lie. He preferred to take all the 
advantages of character assassination by faked and manufactured 
photographs and deliberately conceived scurrilous lies. He knew 
this would be effective against the sad and gloomy background of the 
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Korean War. He and his campaign committee were willing to pay 
thousands of dollars to circularize this tabloid From the Record 
pamphlet. 

When the distributor of these pamphlets had them stacked up in 
his place of business in Baltimore awaiting payment, he told Mr. 
Butler he had his, Butler’s, campaign success locked up in his plant 
and would not distribute these lying pamphlets unless paid for. Butler 
then assured him—the printer—that he would be paid, as I shall 
show. Not once did either Mr. Butler or anyone associated with him 
exhibit the fundamental manhood and decency to denounce and dis- 
countenance this transparent and scurrilous he. He wanted the ad- 
vantages of it. He was willing to pay and enjoy the political fruits 
. these lies. More than that, there will be exhibited to this commit- 

»a letter, which I have already seen, wherein Mr. Butler personally 
cuestlee to pay for the distributing of From the Record to the 
voters of Maryland. Finally, and this stands out like a lighthouse, 
Mr. Butler rewarded the man, and think of this, Mr. Butler rewarded 
the man who admittedly helped to put this faked photograph job 
over for him, Mr. Frank Smith, by naming him [Mr. Smith] as his 
executive assistant at a salary of $10,000 a year. 

In the face of all these facts, no one will seriously dispute Mr. 
Butler’s approval of and association with the printing, the paying 
for, the circulating of this outrageous conglomeration of lies. 

Incidentally, the Times-Herald, the newspaper that printed those 
500,000 four-page tabloids, charged the Butler headquarters only 
$1,414 for the thing. I have had estimates from concerns similar to 
the Times-Herald which show this is only about one-half the real 
cost for the paper, composition of the articles, printing, et cetera, of 
the same. A convenient way for a corporation to kick in some 
unaccounted-for dollars to help spread its own lies. It is the same as 
if the corporation had made a contribution directly in money. When 
you call Mr. Fedder, the Baltimore printer and distributor of this 
pamphlet, he will exhibit the Butler letter, unless you have it in the 
committee’s possession now, here, because I have talked to Mr. Fedder 
myself about this whole matter. When he came to my office after 
election, the first time I ever saw him in my life, and when I had heard 
his story, I requested him to tell it to your investigators, who, I believe, 
have it in full. Now, let us go on. 

The next exhibit is the Baltimore American November 5 ad. Here 
it is. The Baltimore American, for the information of the com- 
mittee, is one of our large metropolitan dailies. The Baltimore Sun 
on Sunday is one of the great Sunday papers, and the rival paper, so 
to speak, is the Baltimore Sund: ty American. T have not the figures, 
but I believe the circulation of each of them is, I do not know—it m: Ly 
be more—but it is probably 200,000 or more. It is one of the two 
Sunday papers published in Baltimore. 

Here i is an ad for you. This is the Baltimore American ad. I am 
going to document other parts of this ad later on, but right now I 
want to direct your attention to 1, 2. 

Now let us take up an entirely different matter of the Butler cam- 
paign technique of last-minute lies and smears. I am referring to 
a full-page article, published in the Sunday Baltimore American of 
November 5, 2 days before the election. 

I tender it to this committee as an exhibit. 
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(The advertisement referred to was received by the committee and 
is on file with the commitee as Exhibit No. 2.) 

Mr. Typrnes. In the center of this ad there appears this heavy type, 
the numeral 1, with an arrow pointing to a statement in heavy type, 
which reads as follows: 


Republican counsel was never allowed to question a witness. 


This statement referred to the hearings before the committee which 
investigated this State Department employee loyalty, of which I was 
the chairman. 

Here again the big lie is willingly set forth with the usual entreaty 
to “Throw Tydings out and vote for Butler,” put Butler in. 

I have submitted to this committee—I gave to Senator Gillette or 
the counsel, one of the two, the printed official hearings of this com- 
mittee, which I headed, in inquiring into loyalty in the State De- 
partment, and everything we did is in those hearings. They are Gov- 
ernment documents. 

The printed record of all our committee on the State Department 
hearings are Government property. In them you will notice that the 
Republican counsel for our committee was Mr. Robert Morris of New 
York City. 

Mr. Morris was appointed by me as Republican counsel on the nomi- 
nation of the Republican members of our committee. 

You will see at once from these printed and official hearings what 
a bold and bare-faced lie this statement was. The official hearings at 
your disposal show—TI did not bring them with me, but you have 
them—did I give them to you, Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorrt. I have them. 

Mr. Typrnes. The official hearings are at your disposal, and printed 
by the Government Printing Office, all the testimony and all the trans- 
actions, and they show that Robert Morris examined many, many 
witnesses before us. I will summarize his examination of the witnesses 
as follows, against the claim that he never was allowed to examine 
witnesses. 

Witness Bielaski was examined by Robert Morris, Republican 
counsel, as shown on pages 947, 958, 965, and 966 of the printed official 
hearings. 

Witness McInerney was examined by Robert Morris, Republican 
counsel, as shown in the record, on pages 979, 981, 982, 984, 985, 989, 
999, 1038 through continuously to 1043, and from page 1047 through 
continuously to 1051, and yet the statement in here was that he was 
never allowed to examine witnesses. 

Witness Ladd was examined by Robert Morris, Republican counsel, 
on pages 1058, 1068 through continuously to 1073; yet it is stated he 
never examined a witness. 

Witness Larson was examined by Robert Morris, Republican counsel, 
on pages 1112, 1118, 1120, 1151, 1152, 1155 through continuously to 
1161 and on 1163 and 1164, and yet it is said he never examined a 
witness. 

Witness Holmes was examined by Robert Morris, Republican coun- 
sel, on pages 1173, 1174, 1177, and 1178, and yet it was said he never 
examined a witness. 

Witness Peurifoy was examined by Robert Morris, Republican 
counsel, on pages 1235, 1242, 1246, 1247, and 1253, and yet it was 
said that he never examined a witness. 
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Witness Rhetts was examined by Robert Morris, Republican coun- 
sel, on pages 1400 and 1401. 

Witness Service was examined by Robert Morris, Republican coun- 
sel, on pages 1407, 1412, 1413, 1416 through 1420, 1429, 1425 through 
1485, 1437 through 1441, 1443 through 1447, and 1452, and yet it was 
said that this counsel—this great ad put out by Mr. Butler, just 2 
days before the election, said, - “Republic: 1n counsel was never allowed 
to question a witness.” That is not all of it. 

To sum up, your examination of the official printed record—and 
this is something that nobody can dispute—of our hearings will show 
that 87 good-sized pages of closely printed testimony were consumed 
by Mr. Robert Morris, Republican counsel of our committe, in the 
examination of these witnesses, and yet the remark is made, published 
to the people of Maryland “he would not even allow the Republican 
counsel to examine a witness,” 2 days before the election. 

Mr. Butler knew, therefore, that his published statement that “Re- 
publican counsel was never allowed to question a witness” was a total 
and complete lie. Yet he willfully, deliberately, and calculatingly 
published this lie and thereby on fraud and deceit and subter- 
fuge on the people of Maryland. Mr. Butler knows he has no defense 
for this highly dishonorable action. 

In the same advertisement in similar large print, Mr. Butler’s ad 
continues, and reading now from the center of the page, I quote 
“2”—then there is an arrow—“Republican counsel was never admit- 
ted to closed executive sessions.” 

The official record in the hands of your committee will show that 
Mr. Robert Morris, the Republican counsel of the committee attended 
10 executive sessions of the committee, and that much of the cross- 
examination referred to took place in these executive sessions of the 
committee. Here is the ad to the people of Maryland, 2 days before 
the election, by Butler, saying, first, that Morris never examined the 
witnesses, was not allowed to, and, secondly, that he was not allowed 
in the executive committee meetings, and the official record will show 
you that he was in 10 of them, and examined many of the witnesses 
I have mentioned in those executive meetings. How do you answer 
a thing like that? Do you just go out and say it is not so? Does 
that solve it? You have, if you want to convince somebody, to bring 
these men personally there in the heat of a campaign, 2 days before 
election. 

Mr. Butler knew that his statement that the Republican counsel 
was never admitted to closed executive sessions was totally false, yet 
he willfully, deliberately, and caleulatingly published this lie in the 
last 2 days of the campaign and-thereby practiced fraud, deceit, and 
subterfuge on the people of Maryland; and keep in mind, lady and 
gentlemen of the committee, that this was done in order to influence 
the voters against the background of the Korean War, then very dark, 
and the rising fear of communism in this country consequent thereon. 

There are other inaccuracies also in this ad, which I will not take 
time today to dwell upon. 

Now, the matters I have brought to your attention from this Balti- 
more Sunday American ad of November 5 are proved unequivocally 
by the official record in your possession to be complete, unadulterated, 
and unadorned lies. You have got the official record there. 
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Yet, Mr. Butler and his campaign headquarters deliberately pub- 
lished these unadorned lies in the last 2 days of the campaign and, as 
I say, thereby practiced fraud, deceit, and subterfuge on the people of 
Maryland. 

The ad shows that it was paid for by the Butler campaign people. 
The moral squalor of the whole Butler campaign continues to unfold. 
There is more to come. 

I next call your attention to a speech by Col. Robert McCormick, 
and I do this because it will have a bearing on this case, the editor and 
publisher of the Chicago Tribune, which owns the Times-Herald, 
where the tabloid was printed, and which is the largest single stock- 
holder—I do not mean Mr. McCormick himself, but his holding com- 
pany, the Chicago Tribune, in the Mutual Broadcasting Corp. : 

This speech appears in Colonel MeCormick’s own paper in direct 
quotation, that is, in the Chicago Tribune of November 17, 1950. 

In that speech, McCormick said: 

Now the Republican victory in Maryland was preponderantly the work of the 
Times-Herald 
of which Mr. Frank Smith, Mr. Butler’s executive assistant, was 
closely identified, according to the public press, with the creation of 
the little pamphlet From the Record, and in which he was an employee. 

He said—that is Mr. McCormick— 

Now, the Republican victory in Maryland was preponderantly the work of the 
Times-Herald, Bazy McCormick, and Roscoe Simmons. 

Now, just who is Roscoe Simmons? A pretty big man to carry the 
State of Maryland around in his vest pocket; he must be a giant. I 
did not know him. But evidently he was a pretty effective fellow, as I 
shall show. 

My own investigation tells me that your committee will find that 
Roscoe Simmons is a colored gentleman of Chicago, is not a resi- 
dent or a voter of the State of Maryland. Yes, he is one of the trio 
who Colonel McCormick says achieved victory in Maryland. The 
other two are the 'Times-Herald and the colonel’s niece, Bazy Mc- 
Cormick, as he calls her, Mrs. Miller, I believe her name is now. How 
did Roscoe Simmons get into Maryland, and who paid his expenses 
and salary while here? Evidently the Chicago Tribune and the Times- 
Herald, both corporations, know him quite well. I think you will find 
that Bazy McCormick, Mrs. Miller, remarked in the Times-Herald 
office on election night that the credit for the Tydings’ defeat was due 
more to Roscoe Simmons, the Chicago colored man, than to anyone else 
connected with the Republican campaign. 

You will find that Roscoe Simmons worked out of the Butler head- 
quarters in Baltimore, as well as from Washington. 

I would like inquiry made fully as to who paid him, whether he was 
paid in full for his salary and expenses. Of course, there are lots of 
things to get together before you get him on the stand, but I would 
like to have him here anyhow. 

Hundreds of thousands of special pamphlets were used by Sim- 
mons. These were paid for by the Butler headquarters. The spon- 
sors listed on these documents, I am advised, never authorized their 
names to be used. Yet Simmons, without such authorization, brazenly 
puts the names of these sponsors, who were ecclesiastics, on these 
pamphlets in order to deceive the voters of Maryland. 


— 
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With respect to financial irregularities: There has come to my 
attention, and I believe it is in the hands of your investigators, cumu- 
lative evidence of the wholesale use of funds in an illegal and ir regular 
manner, ‘These illegal funds run into many thousands of dollars in 
the Butler campaign. 

There has been given to your investigators checks that were endorsed 
by Mr. Butler to pay printing bills without those checks passing 
through his campaign treasurer. They were handed directly by 
Butler to his pr inter, so Mr. Fedder testified to me. 

You will find a letter written by Mr, Butler guaranteeing the pay- 
ment of some twelve or more thousands of dollars of printing bills to 
a printer, even though the law prohibits senatorial candidates from 
contributing more of their own funds than approximately $2,500 in 
Maryland. 

You will find that Butler’s campaign manager, Jon Jonkel, car- 
ried a check for $5,000 from Butler’s campaign headquarters, which 
Was subsequently used in Washington, D. C., to defray the cost of the 
Butler campaign, without accounting. ‘There was no accounting at 
all, as required by law, no accounting was made of a expenditure. 

You will find that the bills paid and accounted for by Butler and 
his political agent, as required by Maryland law, do not include thou- 
sands of dollars of expenses which were contracted and paid for, in 
whole or in part, by the Butler campaign committee. ‘This is a clear 
violation of both Federal and Maryland laws. 

Likewise, there has been widely published in the press the fact 
that an individual, who is shown already to have contributed $3,000 
to the Butler campaign, assumed obligations in excess of $8,000, in 
addition, after the campaign was over, notwithstanding that Federal 
law prevents any person from contributing more than $5,000 for such 
purposes. 

These are samples of the moral squalor which spreads through the 
financial side of the Butler campaign. 

I shall bring other illustrations of this to the committee’s attention 
later on in my remarks. 

The midnight ride of Mr. Fedder, Chicago gangland style, im- 
ported into Maryland for the first time. ‘That some of those matters 
gave Fulton Lewis, Jr., and Senator Joseph McCarthy, as well as 
Butler, cause for concern will be fully diidhena d when Mr. Fedder, the 
Baltimore printer, tells on the stand the story of his midnight ride, 
as he told it to me. 

I heard the story, and it was I who suggested that Mr. Fedder tell 
it to your investigators who have it for your consideration. This is 
a story of Chicago gangland transported into Maryland. Mr. Fedder 
was taken for a ride, ‘after midnight, and threatened by employees 
of Fulton Lewis, Jr., Senator McCarthy and another man who had 
made demands upon Fedder that he turn over the letter which Butler 
had written him, in which Butler guaranteed personally the payment 
of approximately $12,000 of printing bills owed to Fedder. It was 
evident that this letter, verifying a breach of the law, was to be recap- 
tured at all hazards, and a softening up process preceded it. 

[t would likewise be pertinent, I feel, to show that the men who 
virtually kidnapped Fedder—at least held him against his consent— 
in order to get Butler’s letter back, are not even residents and voters 
of the State of Maryland, so far as I know. It is apparent, as I know 
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the evidence to be laid before your committee will show, that these 
things did not take place without Mr. Butler’s knowledge. 

Now with respect to Fulton Lewis, Jr., broadcasts: perhaps one of 
the greatest indirect financial contributions to Butler’s campaign was 
made by the Mutual Broadcasting Corp. I repeat that 19 percent of 
the stock of this broadcasting company is owned by Colonel Mc- 
Cormick’s Chicago Tribune, which in turn owns the Washington 
Times-Herald. Now, the so-called evening commentator of this cor- 
poration is Fulton Lewis, Jr. This matter falls into three categories: 

1) The financial aspects of these broadcasts; (2) their political bias 
and partisanship, and (3) their timing with relation to the election. 

As to their financial aspects, first of all, a great many of these sta- 
tions, and this is important, in Maryland and in the country over 
which Lewis makes his talks are frequently unsponsored. By that, 
I mean no one pays for the radio time at all. It is unpaid-for time. 
Only when Lewis has a sponsor on a paid station is the radio time 
paid for. All other time it is free to Lewis. These unsponsored sta- 
tions with free time for Lewis are more numerous than I had at first 
supposed, Indeed, many of the political broadcasts made by Lewis 
during the Maryand campaign were made over unsponsored Mary- 
land radio stations, and hence unpaid for, as well as over unsponsored 
stations in other States and hence much radio time was free to Lewis 
without any charge whatsover to make political speeches. 

On the contrary, all other political speeches made by candidates, or 
those speaking in their behalf, must be paid for in full to the radio 
stations carrying the talks. 

I believe you have before your committee the radio talks of Lewis in 
1950. May I inquire if that is correct? Have you the radio talks 
for 1950? 

Mr. McDermorr. We have some of them. 

Mr. Typines. If you have not all of them, I would be glad to give 
you the remainder, but I am very anxious to have you have them all. 

Keep in mind that m: iny of the stations in Maryland and elsewhere 

gave Lewis this time free. When his radio talks are read, you will 
see that they are clearly political, and what a clever way it was, by 
using unpaid for or free stations, to get around the law that corpo- 
rations cannot contribute to political campaigns. In short, the Mutual 
Boardeasting Corp., through its agent, Lewis, on free time, attacked 
me constantly night after night, and supported Butler. One would 
have thought it was Butler speaking himself, with the exception that 
Lewis was even more reckless with the truth than in the illustrations 
which I have already brought to your attention. 

What has the committee to say, I respectfully ask—what has the 
Congress to say, what has the Federal Communications Commission 
to say about a commentator who, particularly in the closing days of a 
campaign night after night takes his entire time to enter the cam- 
paign as a partisan and speak against one of the candidates, over sta- 
tions that are unpaid for in a large part of his own State and coun- 
try? And this without equal opportunity for the maligned candidate 
to present his side of the case to the people of his State and Nation, 
unless he pays for all the stations which were free to need I de- 
manded equal time from the Mutual Broacasting Corp. I demanded 
equal time from Lewis, but this they and he refused to give me. 
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Even were I to purchase additional time to reply to his statements, 
many of which were false, as I shall show, I could not reach the same 
audience which he addressed, for I would have had a different time 
in which to make the reply. 

Now, let us see what Lewis bias was, first of all. During the cam- 
paign he asked the local Democrats of St. Marys County, Md., to come 
to his house. Mr. Butler was there. When the local Democrats 
arrived, they were soon thereafter invited to listen to speeches in this 
Lewis-sponsored gathering in Lewis’s home as to why these Democrats 
should vote against me and for Butler. I am happy to report that 
this meeting was not particularly successful. 

Following that meeting there appeared an ad in the Baltimore 
metropolitan papers, paid for by Butler, requesting the people to listen 
to Fulton Lewis, Jr.. that night. I want to get that ad. Here it is. 
Let me read it: 

Don’t fail to listen to Fulton Lewis, Jr.,. WCBM Mutual network, tonight, 
7 p.m You will hear exclusive information about a subject vital to our Satara: 
By authority Cornelius ?. Mundy, treasurer, John Marshall Butler campaign. 
That is from the News-Post, 10-12-50. I think that is the 12th of 
October 1950, and I submit it for the record. 

(The document referred to was received and is on file with the com- 
mittee as Exhibit No. 3.) 

Mr. Typrnes. Now, how did Butler know that Lewis was going to 
speak against Tydings unless Lewis told him? Thereafter, as the 
ad indicates, Mr. Lewis began his campaign over these unsponsored 
and unpaid radio stations, in large part, attacking me continually, 
night after night. I herewith put this ad in the record for the infor- 
mation of the committee. 

Now, as to the contents of these latter speeches which followed the 
ad, the committee has them, or, if it does not have them all, I will be 
glad to submit them, although I have had to take about 2 months to 
get them. 

They are no more the words of a commentator than were the words 
of Goebbels when he spoke in Hitler’s behalf. They are pure and 
unadultered political tirades, which a child of 10 years would know as 
such. The Korean War and the events of the day, usually the subject 
of commentators, were almost completely ignored. Indeed, Lewis 
even put the voices of Republican candidates and ofliceholders by 
transcription in his broadcasts, while offering no Democrats equal 
opportunity to speak. He secured these himself so that he might use 
them on the free time which the Mutual Broadcasting Corp., or its 
stations, made available to him. All of this was done over my pro- 
tests, both orally and in writing. I sent a lot of telegrams to the presi- 
dent and other officials of the Mutual Broadcasting Co., to Lewis, and 
finally to the Federal Communications Commission, protesting this 
ene discrimination and abuse of all the rules of fair play. 

I asked Lewis for time in the American tradition, to use my exact 
words, of fair play so that I could meet him face to face on his pro- 
gram or otherwise. Particularly over free stations in my own State, 
some of the broadcasts I listened to myself when I could, I heard it 
announced that he lad no sponsor. 

At one point I was told that I would have equal time, after I had 
protested. Lewis had made two speeches against me, and I assumed 
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1 would have two times to reply. On that occasion it was to be two 
nights. 

‘When I appeared at the studio in Baltimore to make the first of 
these two broadcasts, then and only then was I told by Mr. Seavey, a 
Mutual official, 10 minutes before I was to go on, that I would not have 
two nights, I would only have one night. 

There was a mysterious break in the transmission of my one speech 

‘ausing me to lose 3 or 4 minutes of the small amount of time allotted 
+3 me. 

When this became publicized and known to the people because of 
the break, I was given another opportunity. ‘That was all the free 
time I had. Neither Lewis nor I was entitled to use free time for 
political campaign speeches. 

Starting with October 12, we find Lewis, who speaks five nights a 
week, Mond: ay through Friday, speaking on that date, and October 
i3—the 14th and 15th being Saturday and Sunday—and on October 
17, 18, 23, 24, 25, and November 1. Here are the speeches right here, 
nothing but “Don’t vote for Tydings” in them from beginning to 
end; not that bold or honest, of course, but all to that purpose. 

So between the 12th of October and Ist of November, inclusive, 
there are 15 broadcasting days on the Lewis program, 8 of which were 
devoted exclusively to my distinguished self, to highly partisan attacks 
upon me over free stations of a great corporation, with no opportunity 
to answer unless time was paid for, except as I have mentioned, and all 
preceded by a “Butler for Senate” ad in the Baltimore papers. 

What do we call contributions from corporations, if this was not 
one? Will your committee kindly read these Lewis free-time broad- 

casts? You will see from reading them that they are completely 
politic ‘al, from stem to stern, and you will likewise find they are timed 
just as the campaign drew to a close. 

Those are not all the Lewis political free-time broadcasts, not by 
along ways. There are, in similar character and timing, other broad- 

casts made by Lewis prior to the primary wherein I was nominated. 
Those, too, were over many unsponsored free-time Maryland and 
national stations. They were biased and partisan. I am going to 
read some of them in a minute, so do not lose patience with me. They 
were unpaid for. They were timed to do the greatest political damage. 
There was no more of the radio commentator characteristics about 
them than there are feathers on a whale. 

I would like to file these various speeches with your committee. 
Here is an excerpt from one of May 22, 1950, before the primary elee- 
tion. Listen: 

Word has been circulating through the Senate cloakroom for several days that 
Senator Tydings made a speech in Baltimore before a chamber of commerce 
group recently, and each time he mentioned the McCarthy investigation there 
were heavy boos from the audience * * * that he got mad about the recep- 


tion he was getting, and left the meeting, and that as he left, he was booed 
roundly. 


(1) Now the truth is I never made any speech before the chamber 
of commerce in Baltimore. This shows the patent inaccuracy of what 
Lewis says. 

Now, there’ was a meeting of a representative gr oup, about 80 I 
would say, from the Chamber of Commerce of Baltimore, not held 
in Baltimore, but held here in Washington. It was attended by the 
entire Maryland delegation in Congress. 
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(2) There were no heavy boos from the audience and I did not get 
mad about the reception I was getting and as I left I was not booed 
roundly. As I left almost the entire audience, as far as I could see, 
stood up and courteously applauded, and I stood on the steps of the 
entrance to the banquet room of the Mayflower Hotel and waved back 
at the audience as I left. 

Here is another sample. When my colleague, Senator O’Conor, 
who attended this meeting, telephoned to Lewis in my presence that 
he was mistaken in his comment about me at the chamber of com- 
merce meeting, Lewis that night had this to say: 

I might add that persons present at the Baltimore Chamber of Commerce 
meeting at which Senator Tydings was roundly booed every time the McCarthy 
investigation was mentioned, say that when he left it was not because of the 
hooing, but because he had announced in advance that he was pressed for time 
and had to get back to the Senate. So let’s make that correction in the interest 
of being fair. 

Just a commentator, ladies and gentlemen, just a commentator. 

Thus vou see from that that Lewis continues with his statements— 
they get better as they go along—totally in disregard of the facts. 

I am advised that there is an error in one of my statements—I do 
not know whether it is true or not—that the man who went over was 
a man named Nellis and is not the Nellor of Mr. Lewis’ broadcast 
associations, and I want to make that correction in the event that I 
am wrong. 

Senator Monroney. That is your testimony earlier on page 

Mr. Typines. That was in earlier, and I will take the ey of 
correcting this, and making it conform with what I find to be the 
facts, and I am very sorry and I apologize to all concerned, including 
the committee for the ove rsight. 

Senator Monroney. That is on page 9. 

Mr. Typrnes. Now, here is another sample, June 1, 1950. This is 
one of Lewis’ quotations. 

Senator MonrONEY. The committee will be in a little better order, 
please. 

Mr. Typines. I am speaking loudly so that the spectators can hear 
me because I believe they are interested, and that requires quite a bit 
of effort facing the other way, so if they will be a little quiet it helps 

ie to speak, 

June 1, 1950, here is another quotation of Lewis: 

Senator Knowland observed that Chairman Tydings is holding these hearings 


in closed session 

that is the loyalty inquiry— 

and then giving out his version of what the testimony was—when there are 
no Republican members of the committee present to check him, and the fact is 
that on past occasions, Senator Tydings has been so aggressive in his efforts to 
convince the public that there is nothing to any of the charges that he has taken 
considerable liberties with the facts, as has been demonstrated by subsequent 
events on several occasions. 

This Lewis statement anent the absence of Republican members to 
“check” Senator Tyding is interesting. Senato1 Ean was in Europe 
and Senator Hickenlooper was campaigning for reelection in Iowa, 
and it would have been a little difficult for me to have got them there 
right after that hearing was over. 
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Here is another sample: 


And the question still remains: Why must this testimony be brought out in 
closed sessions? Why can’t the public hear the whole story? Why nrust the 
public hear only that version of the story which Chairman Tydings, who is 
at least suspect of being highly prejudiced, wants to tell the public? It doesn’t 
sound guite right. 

Mr. Lewis conveniently forgets to mention that it was Senator Lodge 
and not I who insisted that the “show be taken off the road” and that 
executive sessions were voted for by the committee and not upon my 
insistence. I was the one advocating more open sessions, as the record 
will show. 

Here is another bit of the smearing and completely false statements 
uttered over radio stations where Lewis was given free and unpaid- 
for time—now we are coming to the real milk in the coconut. Here 
is another bit of smear 

Lewis. There has been speculation for some weeks that Senator Tydings is 
angling for an appointment as British Ambassador when the present Ambassador, 
Lewis Douglas, retires this August; and, if there is any truth to such rumors, 
that may have been the purpose of the White House conference. 

Here Lewis projects me, without a shred of truth, with seeking an 
ambassadorship. I have never wanted an ambassadorship to Great 
Britain or any other country and then as now, so far as I can see in 
the future, have no intention of accepting one should it ever be offered 
me. 

Here is another sample: 

Senator William Knowland of California today made public a letter from At- 
torney General McGrath, refusing to permit Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, of the FBI— 





listen to this one 
to appear before a joint session of Congress to answer questions about the Am- 
erasia case, explaining that Mr. Hoover already had testified before the Tydings 
committee, and what he said ought to be enough. The clear answer to that is 
that under normal circumstances and were it a normal committee is would be 
enough; but it happens that only Senator Tydings’ hand-picked whitewash 
boys were present to hear the J. Edgar Hoover testimony; and, frankly, Sena- 
tor Tydings’ version of what Mr. Hoover said— 

now, keep that in mind— 


is violently at variance with highly reliable information as to what he really 
did say. * * * 

What a ridiculous statement. Mr. Lewis seems ignorant of the 
fact that J. Edgar Hoover only testified in public session and never in 
pr ivate session. 

Likewise, when Mr. Lewis refers to the committee as “Senator 
Tydings’ hand-picked whitewash boys” he knows that this committee, 
consisting of Senators Green, McMahon, Hickenlooper, Lodge, and 
myself, was picked not by me but by Senator Connally, chairman of 
the Foreign Relations Committee. 

Now, think of it, think of it: The versions of Hoover’s testimony 
are different from what I gave out, when the only time he ever test1- 
fied was in public, and it is all in the printed record, with the tele- 
vision, the radio, and 60 or 70 newspapermen most of whom are here 
today. How do you answer that stuff, particularly when the station 
will not give you the time, when the system will not give you the time, 
and Lewis will not give you the time, and he speaks over free stations, 
and you speak over paid stations ? 
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(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Typines. Now, I am getting a little warmer all the time. 

This goes on night after night. How can one answer such lying 
insinuations that Hoover testified in secret when he really testified 
before a packed house in the caucus room up here, een of Attor- 
ney General McGrath, in public, with upward of 60 newspapermen 
and television, radio, and camera men ? 

Again on September 26, 1950, we find Lewis saying in his nightly 
attack, the following—listen to this one, this is really just juicy; it is 
ripe, right ready to fall from the tree—this is Lewis: 

Resignation of Mr. Lewis Douglas as United States Ambassador to the Court 
of St. James, effective November 1, aroused immediate speculation in Washing 
ton today as to whether the long- and oft-denied rumors are true that the job 
will go to Senator Millard Tydings of Maryland— 
mark these words— 
as a reward for Senator Tydings’ very deft whitewash of the McCarthy charges 
against the State Department. That’s been bruited about Washington for many 
months now, ever since the Tydings investigation of the State Department first 
began. And the sources from which it came were sources that generally are 
highly accurate. 

Well, you can see just how accurate they are. If any of you gentle- 
men would like to come and meet King George and Queen Mary for 
tea this afternoon, I will be very glad to have you present. 

Now, I am to get this job—get this; the people of my State are told 
over free time, w hich I cannot get—as a reward for “Senator Tydings’ 
very deft whitewash of the McCarthy charges.” In other words, I 
have sold my patriotism, my love of country, my lifetime record of 
service, I hope which has some good things in it, for a mess of pottage, 
and all preceded by the ad telling the people—the sutler ad telling 
the people—“Be sure to listen to Fulton Lewis.” 

Well, you can see just how accurate this St. James stuff was, and 
how accurate the sources which Mr. Lewis says “have generally been 
highlv accurate.” 

Mr. Douglas resigned as Ambassador to Great Britain, Mr. Gifford 
was appointed, and I am not even an officeholder in any shape or form, 
and thank God I do not want to be one. 

I have never wanted to be Ambassador to Great Britain; it was 
never discussed with me by anyone; I was never offered it, and would 
not have taken it if it were offered to me. Yet here is Lewis’ state- 
ment—and I quote his words—that I am to get it “as a reward for 
Senator Tydings’ very deft whitewash of the McCarthy charges 
against the State Department.” 

That is the stuff that is put out in the middle of an election cam- 
paign, between the primary and the general election. 

Is this news commentating? Or is there a need for a change in our 
Federal communications laws, or is it what you and I know it to 
be, just a bald, unadorned, partisan, easily conceived political lie? 
This was repeated in the experience and excerpts I have given you 
twice on two separate days, and this over free broadcasting stations, as 
we begin to move after the primary into the general election campaign 
in Maryland. 

[ have mentioned tthese few excerpts from Lewis’ broadcasts lead- 
ing up to the general election campaign. I have not read to you the 
eight politic al talks against me, which are here, which Lewis delivered 
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between October 12 and November 1, inclusive, as it would consume 
unduly the time of the committee. However, these later broadcasts 
are filed for your inspection. If Chairman Gabrielson of the Repub- 
lican National Committee had been speaking himself, he could not_ 
have been half as partisan as Lewis was under the guise of a commen- 
tator over free stations. For inaccuracies in Lewis’ statements, the 
record will speak for itself. 

Lewis injected himself into the Maryland political campaign at 
every opportunity and then had the unmitigated gall to compound 
his hes by observing to his audience on October 16: “There was, as you 
know, nothing political in what I reported to you.” 

Now, gentlemen, I am coming to the conclusion; I have four pages 
left. I hope you will listen to me with added attention. 

The criminal-libel laws: Not only were all these conspirators oper- 
ating from a quagmire of moral squalor, where their statements clearly 
showed they were impervious to the truth, but, either from ignorance 
or from design, they likewise seemed indifferent to the laws of the 
United States. 

I call to the attention of this committee the District of Columbia 
Code, a code of laws passed by the Congress of the United States. It 
is the law of the Congress. 

It deals with just such matters as this committee now has before it. 
Title 22, Criminal Offenses, chapter 23, subject title “Libel,” which 
begins on page 2301 of the 1940 edition of the code, states: 

Whoever publishes a libel shall be punished by a fine of not to exceed $1,000 
or imprisonment for a term of not exceeding 5 years, or both. 

The Statute of the United States goes on to further provide, as is set 
forth on page 2303 of the code—and mark this: 

To knowingly send or deliver any libelous communication to the party libeled— 

If to no one else— 


is a sufficient publication to subject the person sending or delivering the same to 
punishment as provided in section 22-2301. 

As I just said, there were 500,000 of these “from the record,” and I 
do not know how many thousands listened to Lewis. 

Now under the statute, there are printed various interpretative notes 
in cases tried in the United States courts, among which are Ormsby v. 
United States (273 Fed. 977) ; Raymond v. United States (200 U.S. 
619), et cetera. In these notes, as brought out in the case of Raymond 
v. United States, the following appears : 

A scurrilous letter addressed to the District Commissioners charging certain 
of their subordinate officers with malfeasance in office, copies of which were sent 
to such officials, is not privileged, especially when no foundation for the charge 
appears. 

Further in the notes, under the subject title “Sentence,” is the 
following: 

One convicted under this section and sentenced to five years’ imprisonment at 
hard labor is not thereby subjected to “cruel and unusual punishment.” 

Further commenting under the subject title “Indictment,” the notes 
continue: 


The indictment is clearly inconsistent with the inference that the asserted libel 
was a privileged communication, or an act done in the performance of a legal 
duty, because of the allegation in the indictment that the libelous words charged 
were not only false, scandalous, malicious, and defamatory but were uttered with 








= 


MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 Zé 


the unlawful and malicious intention to vilify, defame, scandalize, and disgrace 
the subject of the publication (Ormsby v. United States), 

The four-page tabloid From the Record was manufactured in the 
District of Columbia. According to admissions already published in 
the press, this was done, in part at least, under the auspices of Mr. 
Frank Smith, then connected with the Times-Herald newspaper and 
now the administrative assistant of Mr. Butler at $10,000 a year. 

It was printed on the presses of the Times-Herald with the knowl- 
edge of Mrs. Bazy McCormick | Mrs. Miller]. According to the press, 
Mr. Jonkel, who lived in C hicago or near it, and is not a citizen of 
Maryland, and came to Maryland as Butler’s campaign manager, like- 
Wise assumes responsibility for its publication and dissemination. It 
was paid for by and distributed on orders from the Butler headquar- 
ters according to the sworn statement of expenses prepared by Mr. 
Butler’s agent. 

The broadcasts to which I have referred were uttered and published 
in both oral and written forms in the District of Columbia. 

Now, the legislative act of Congress to which I have gigi es in the 
Criminal Code of the District of Columbia was passed in 1901 and 
has been the law of the land for 50 years. It was passed by the same 
institution—Congress—in which you gentlemen now serve: it is still 
your law. It defines the crime of criminal libel. It deen and 
complete ‘ly applicable, in my judgment, to these acts and persons who, 
using one medium or another. have set out by false statements, faked 
pictures, direct assertion, and transparent innuendo to besmirch the 
character and patriotism of a Member of the United States Senate. 
This was done while I was a Senator. It was enacted to cover such 
cases as this. 

I express the hope that if this committee finds that the admissions 
made by the guilty parties, already published in the press, are accurate, 
and the facts I have submitted are true, that the alleged guilty parties 
did prepare, publish, utter, and distribute the defamatory statements 
and unadorned les, that the committee will recommend criminal 
tion, not only because such action is warranted but because it will be a 
powerful deterrent to the recurrence of such evil and despicable inci- 
dents in the future. 

I now ask leave of the committee to file additional data for your 
consideration in the record, 

Senator Monroney. What will that consist of ¢ 

Mr. Typines. What did you say, sir? 

Senator Monronry. What will it consist of ? 

Mr. Typrnes. The Fulton Lewis broadcasts, and there are certain 
other things that are a part of what I have said here today that I would 
like to bring to you. 

Senator Monronry. We will receive them for consideration. 

The Chair would now like to Say that the committee will recess for 
a half hour. 

(Short recess taken. ) 

Senator Monronry. The subcommittee will be in order. The com- 
mittee has decided not to go on with questioning of the witness at this 
time, and it wondered if you would be available at a later date to 
appear before us. 

Mr. Typrnes. What date did you have in mind, Mr. Chairman? 
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Senator Monroney. Well, we have not set the date, however, when 
will you be available, some time after the middle of March? 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes; I would. I would be delighted to come then, 
and probably it w ould be better to cross-examine me then w hen you 
have more facts. 

Let me say this to you: As I explained to you on the telephone about 
a week or so ago, and asked your counsel to communicate, I have to 
fly to London at the end of this week. I may be gone only a week. 
It is the kind of matter that I might be gone for 2 or 3 weeks. 

I would, as far as I can ascertain, certainly be back by the 15th of 
Mirch; but, as soon as I come back, whether it be early or late, I will 
notify you, sir, and be available and at your disposal. 

Senator Monronry. And surely by the 15th of March and perhaps 
earlier if 

Mr. Typrnes. I would not want to say that something could not 
happen that might make it a day or two longer, but certainly [ cannot 
foresee it now, so far as I know what I am supposed to do after I get 
over there, and I will do everything I can to get back at the earliest 
opportunity. 

Senator Monroney. The committee yesterday decided that we would 
recess the hearings until next Tuesday after giving you and Senator 
Butler, if he desired, an opportunity to be heard as the two first wit- 
nesses; that would throw the thing later into this month and that is 
the intention of the committee. So, if you will hold yourself in readi- 
ness and be available to the committee for call some time around that 
date, that would be fine. 

Mr. Typinas. I am sure I will be here around that date, and the 
minute I get back, sir, I will telephone you, so that you can get me 
at any time thereafter you want to, and I will do everything T cs an, 
because I am very much interested in this. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Butler has been contacted and does 
not wish to appear at this time, but will be available later if required, 
if he desires to come. 

Mr. Typrnes. I want to thank the committee for its courtesy and I 
will do everything I can to conform to its wishes. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much. 

Is there anything further ? 

Mr. McDermort. No. 

Senator Monroney. The committee will recess its public hearings 
until next Tuesday at 10 o’clock in this room. 

(Whereupon, at 4:15 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned, to recon- 
vene on Tuesday, February 27, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 1951 


Untrep STraTes SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTER ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, dD. ¢ 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:10 a. m., 
in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney, Hennings, Smith of Maine, and 
Hendrickson. 

Also present : Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward A. 
McDermott, chief counsel; and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. ne hearing will come to order. 

I would like to read a statement unanimously approved by the 
hearing ig ommittee on the Maryland election. This was approved 
yesterday by the subcommittee assigned to hear the Maryland case. 


I, REASON FOR THIS STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES 


This hearing subcommittee of the Subcommittee on Privileges and 
Elections considers it appropriate to make, at the outset, a statement 
of the principles and procedures to follow in the conduct of investig 
tive hearings concerning the 1950 senatorial campaign and sek 
in the State of Maryland. The hearings are being conducted by a 
bipartisan hearing subcommittee. 


Il, REASONS FOR THESE HEARINGS 


The Subeommittee on Privileges and Elections, as a Subcommittee 
of the Committee on Rules and Administration, has authority, under 
the Constitution and Rules of the Senate, to investigate any senatorial 
campaign and election and, at its discretion, to hold hearings for the 
taking of evidence under oath. In exercising this authority it may 
proc eed on the basis of a complaint filed with it or on its own initia- 
tive. In the present instance a preliminary investigation of the 1950 
Maryland senatorial campaign was commenced last year in response 
to a complaint, written and oral, made by Senator Millard E. Tydings, 
defeated candidate. That complaint made certain allegations con- 
cerning the campaign of his successful opponent, Senator John Mar- 
shall Butler. The preliminary investigation leads the subcommittee 
to believe that, in the public interest, open hearings should be held and 
evidence taken under oath. No election contest has been filed chal- 
lenging the result of the vote in Maryland or the right of Senator 


Butler to retain his seat. 
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Ill, SCOPE OF THE HEARINGS 


This hearing subcommittee will have evidence relating to the 1950 
senatorial campaign in Maryland presented to it under oath, retaining 
the right at all times to further determine and define the scope of the 
hearing and to rule on the admissibility of evidence. 


IV. REPORT OF THE HEARING SUBCOMMITTEE 


Upon the conclusion of these hearings this hearing subcommittee 
shall report the facts developed to the Subcommittee on Privileges and 
Elections. Any recommendations adopted by the unanimous vote of 
this hearing subcommittee shall be included in that report. 


V. REPORT OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS 


After consideration, it is anticipated that the Subcommittee on 
Privileges and Elections shall report the facts developed by these 
hearings to the Committee on Rules and Administration. In that 
report members of the hearing committee may comment on the evi- 
dence adduced and the unanimous recommendations of the hearing 
subcommittee shall be included. If evidence suggesting the violation 
of Federal or State law has been developed, the full Subcommittee on 
Elections and Privileges may then refer that evidence to appropriate 
law-enforcement authority for action. The facts so de -velope “lL at this 
hearing shall also be used by this subcommittee in connection with its 
study of amendatory and remedial legislation. 


VI. PRESERVATION OF RIGHTS OF SENATOR BUTLER 


It is the intention of this subcommittee, in the conduct of these 
hearings, to carefully preserve to Senator Butler all rights to which 
he isentitled. The allegations of the complaint of Mill: rd E. Tydings 
make it possible that action may eventually be taken, by way of contest 
or otherwise, challenging the right of Senator Butler to retain his 
seat inthe Senate. If such a contest or challenge should subsequently 
develop, it shall be tried de novo, and the Committee on Rules and 
Administration shall establish the procedure therefor. 


VIL. HEARING PRINCIPLES 


The conduct of the hearings before this hearing subcommittee is to 
be governed by the following principles which have been unanimously 
adopted : 


A. Prope , judi« tal decorum 

During these investigative hearings a proper judicial decorum shall 
at all times be maintained. The chairman shall maintain proper 
order in the hearing room and no persons shall be seated at the bench 
except the Senators participating in the hearings, their designated 
assistants, other Senators, subcommittee counsel, and clerk. 


BR. Evide NCE 

The members of the hearing subcommittee shall determine the si ‘ope 
of the inquiry and shall decide all questions relating to the admissi- 
bility of evidence. 
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C. Sworn testimony 
All testimony shall be taken under oath. 
D. Questioning of witnesses 


Witness shall be questioned only by members of the hearing sub- 
committee, chief counsel, and assistant counsel. Any witness appear- 
ing at the hearing may be accompanied by personal counsel but per- 
sonal counsel shall not examine witnesses. 


We would like to announce at the start that the initial phases of this 
hearing have been determined to be directed toward certain campaign 
literature used in the campaign. 

In view of the interest that has ngs expressed in these hearings, 
both by the press and the public, it is our intention and desire to 
conduct a thorough and orderly lisesi. I solicit your coopera- 
tion in that, and in that respect ask that order and judicial decorum 
be maintained at all times. 

Those of you who are in attendance at the hearings are requested to 
maintain order so that the witnesses who are testify Ing may be heard, 
and to refrain from any demonstration, approval or disapproval, at 
all times. 

We will be required to ask anyone who does not conform to these 
suggestions to leave the hearing room. 

Our experience has been that taking of photographs is generally 
confusing to the witness, and in the interests of speedy procedure we, 
therefore, request that the taking of photographs be restricted to the 
start and the conclusion of the witness’ testimony, and outside the 
he aring room. 

It appears that there will be a number of witnesses whose testimony 
will be taken. We are not at liberty, in advance of their testimony, 
and cannot accurately determine in advance, just when a particular 
witness may appear to present the facts at a particular time. We will 
endeavor to present the witnesses in proper ¢ hronological order. 

I would also like at this time to read into the record a motion di uly 
passed by this subcommittee pursuant to the resolution designating a 
quorum for the taking of sworn testimony in this hearing. This 
subcommittee has determined that two of its members shall consti- 
tute a quorum for the taking of sworn testimony at public hearings. 
Under our proceedings here, we are operating under that resolution 
and motion. 

Before calling the first witness, I would like to call attention to the 
fact that all witnesses will testify under oath and under penalty of 
perjury. 

[ am sure that all witnesses are cognizant of the requirements that 
they are to give truthful testimony. False testimony is perjury, and 
is subject to prosecution as a criminal offense. 

All witnesses will be individually sworn, and each is assured and 
guaranteed the same constitutional rights enjoyed in any court of law. 
If they are called upon to give incriminating testimony, they are en- 
titled to all of their privileges and immunities under the Constitution. 
Any witness has the right to benefit of counsel, if he desires it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is Mr. William H. Fedder ready to testify? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, I am. 

Senator Monronry. Will you rise and will you repeat your name. “I 


William H. Fedder”’— —-- 
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Mr. Feppver. I, William H. Fedder 

Senator Monronery. Do solemnly swear that the testimony you shall 
give to this committee shall be the truth—— 

Mr. Fepper. I do. 

Senator Monroney (continuing). The whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I do. 

Senator Monroney. You have a statement ? 

Mr. Fevprer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDernorrt. Mr. Fedder, will you please speak up so that wé 
can all hear you up here ? 





TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. FEDDER, ACCOMPANIED BY MARVIN 
BRAITERMAN, ATTORNEY 


Mr. Freppver. All right. My normal voice is a little low, so if you 
do not hear me at first just nod, and let me know, and I will do my 
best. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my name is William 
H. Fedder. I am 40 years of age. I have lived in Baltimore for 
35 years. I am married and have two children. For 18 years, I 
have been the sole proprietor of National Advertising Co., which is 
a direct-mail advertising and printing plant. 

Before my engagement by the John M. Butler Campaign Com- 
mittee, my firm had never been employed in any capacity on behalf 
of a State-wide candidate for major public office. 

It was about October 13 that I had my introduction to Senator 
Butler’s campaign through a friend, Mr. William B. Poellinger, a 
commercial artist formerly employed by a customer. He told me 
that he finished some lay-outs for the John Marshall Butler Cam- 
paign Committee and that Mr. Jon Jonkel, campaign manager, had 
asked him to recommend a good printer. He took me over to the 
Butler headquarters at the Lord Baltimore Hotel and introduced 
me to Mrs. Katherine VanDyke and Mr. Jonkel. After looking at 
some of my work and a short conversation, Mr. Jonkel gave me two 
printing jobs. One was for 100,000 folders entitled “You Sure Did, 
Senator!” and another job, 75,000 folders, “Back to Good Old 
Dixie!” At this point, Mrs. VanDyke told me she hoped that I 
wouldn’t insist on c. 0. d. payments. My answer to her was that 
all political work must be of necessity on a c. o. d. basis unless other 
satisfactory credit arrangements could be made. Jonkel told me not 
to worry about the money; that Mr. Cornelius P. Mundy, the treas- 
urer, is a man of unimpeachable character and that Mr. Butler is 
a big man and will stand behind the account. On this statement 
alone I went back to my place, had the type set up, and made a proof. 
I then went to see Mr. Mundy in his office in the First National Bank 
Building and spoke with him personally. I told him that I had 
already received two orders for printing from Mr. Jonkel and that 
I wanted to see him about arrangements for payment. His reply 
to me was that he was not giving me the work, nor could he guar- 
antee me to be responsible ‘for the payment. He told me that he 
could only pay bills if they—the campaign committee—gave him 
money to put into the bank account. I explained to him “that Mr. 
Jonkel told me he was going to give me a lot of work, but Mr. 
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Mundy’s advice to me was to play safe, and not to deliver anything 
without payment, to put everything on ac. o. d. basis. 

After this conversation, I went back to see Mr. Jonkel. I told him 
that on the strength of my discussion with Mr. Mundy, it would be 
impossible to extend credit. Mr. Jonkel agreed to accept everything 
on ac. o. d. basis, as a safeguard for myself. I said I would prefer 
an advance of $3,000 to $4,000 to protect the large orders that would be 
working. Mr. Jonkel said he couldn’t do this at the moment but not 
to worry. He said that Senator McCarthy and others were going to 
send in lots of money. 

The first piece I delivered was You Sure Did, Senator, and I was 
paid $958 for this job upon delivery by check signed by Mr. Mundy. 
About 1 week later I had two more jobs ready for delivery, 100,000 
booklets entitled “What’s the Score,” and 85,000 letters. These two 
jobs amounted to over $4,000 and Mr. Jonkel explained they were a 
little short of money but that he would give me $3,500 and I was to 
carry the balance. I agreed and then Mrs. VanDyke handed me two 
checks, one for $2,000 and another for $1,300 and also gave me $200 in 
rash, all totaling $3,500; 85,000 copies of What’s the Score and the 
85,000 letters were delivered to a Mrs. J. Ross Meyers, Jr., 6311 Moss- 
way, Towson, Md., by my own delivery truck. The balance of 15,000 
What’s the Score was delivered to campaign headquarters. 

I was given several more jobs to do: 100,000 more You Sure Did, 
Senator—there is a little mistake in my prepared statement. I have 
there What’s the Score. It should have been You Sure Did, Senator— 
100,000 of Butler Life Story ; 100,000 of Why Senator, another 100,000 
of the Butler Life Story. As the campaign continued, someone from 
my office picked up the printing copy or it was delivered to my plant 
by someone from campaign headquarters. Everything was rushed in 
both places. I often received thanks and compliments of the head- 
quarters on the quality of my work and the speed of the deliveries. 

During this time I received instructions from Mrs. VanDyke to go to 
the Times-Herald Publishing Co. in Washington to pick up 500,000 
copies of a tabloid which I was to distribute and mail house to house 
in Baltimore and also, if possible, in Hagerstown, Annapolis, and 
Cumberland, and Frederick. 

Senator Monroney. Is that in addition to Cumberland? 

Mr. Fepper. Frederick. 

Also I was to mail copies to all _R. F. D. box holders, star route box 
holders, and post-office boxholders in the entire State of Maryland. 

On October 24, 1950, I rented a truck from the Truck Rental Co. 
and with two helpers went to Washington. I had a letter from Mrs. 
VanDyke authorizing me to pick up the 500,000 tabloids which were 
loaded on my truck from the loading platform at the rear of the 
Times-Herald. After I brought the load back to Baltimore, I found 
that I didn’t have enough room in the plant for all of this material, I 
left the load on truck and later drove the loaded truck over to the 
Truck Rental Garage where it was stored for the night. The next day 
we unloaded half of the material, putting it in my plant, and the re- 
mainder was put in a private garage at Noble and Conkling Streets 
which I got permission to use from a friend. We started addressing 
and folding the tabloid which was entitled “From the Record,” and 
also with it a blue circular which was brought over in several trips by 
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Miss Jean Kerr and Mr. Don Surine, both of whom I met for the first 
time when they came separately to my office to deliver this circular. 
The circular contained information about Senator Butler’s life and 
background. 

In the last few days of October, I started to have collection diffi- 
culties with the Butler campaign. Mr. Jonkel asked me to take 
his personal note, but when I asked for information to check his 
credit he complained that this would take too long to do them any 
good. By Tuesday, October 31, I had all the printing jobs finished 
and From the Record was processed for State-wide mailing. I was 
waiting for money which Mr. Jonkel and Mrs. VanDyke promised 
me would be forthcoming. I spoke to Mr. Jonkel and asked him 
what happened to the money he was supposed to get. He told me 
not to worry, that McCarthy had to divert some money to the Taft 
——— but that he, Jonkel, w as expecting money immediately from 
McCarthy. On this date, I also spoke to Miss Jean Kerr who came 
over to deliver the balance of the blue circulars. I showed her all of 
the mail bags which were ready for the post office and told her that I 
had completed the job but that I had not received any money—not 
even the postage money involved, which amounted to approximately 
$2,000. She told me she would see what she could do, and that she 
would see me the following day. Later the same day, Mrs Van- 
Dyke gave me a check for $1,000 at campaign headquarters. I still 
refused to release any material because the total bill amounted to 
approximately $10,245 by my = ulation at that time. 

On Wednesday, November 1, Miss Kerr came to my office and 
wanted to know if I had ied any money, and if I was going to 
mail anything. I again showed her all of the completed work, and 
told her that I was having collection trouble. I told her that I had 
even reached the point of seeing my lawyers about it. She told me 
that she didn’t blame me, that she thought I was right. She made a 
telephone call to Washington and spoke to someone she called “Bazy.” 
After she completed the call, she suggested that I see Mr. Butler, 
who was scheduled to speak in Towson that night. She would see 
that I got some money the following day. That night I went to the 
Towson meeting and sat through all of the spe eches waiting for Mr. 
Butler to get there. At the close of the meeting, it was announced 
that Mr. Butler had been delayed in Montgomery County and would 
not be able to attend. About 11 p.m. I telephoned Mr. Butler at his 
home but he was not there. I spoke with his son, leaving a message 
to this effect—that he should tell his dad to telephone me as soon 
as he gets home, no matter how late. Tell him that I can’t guaran- 
tee that he'll win the election but right now I’m probably the only man 
in Maryland that can guarantee he'll lose the election. About 2:30 
a. m., November 2, I received a telephone call from Mr. Butler and 
I explained to him that his entire campaign was in my shop. I 
explained that this included nearly everything that I had printed, 
plus the material from the Times-Herald, plus the letters prepared 
for mailing by Mrs. Meyers, a volunteer worker. I said I was worried 
about it because it was getting so close to election. I explained that 
to do him any good it would have to get out in the mail soon. To do 

, he’d have to see to it that I received payment before I would re- 
leans the material. He asked me how much work I had done and 
how much was still owing me. When I told him I had done close to 
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$20,000 worth of work and was still due approximately $12,000, he 
said that he didn’t blame me for being worried; that he’d have 
worried if anybody owed him that much money. He thanked me 
for calling and told me that he would get in touch with me later in 
the day. 

My lawyer, Mr. Marvin Braiterman, had been in contact with cam- 
paign headquarters that same day, Wednesday, November 1. He also 
encountered collection difficulties, but insisted that I would not deliver 
whatever part of the work could be paid for and risk being left hold- 
ing the balance without any financial protection. Mr. Braiterman 
reported to me that Mr. Jonkel was quite agitated, but he advised me 
that if [held my ground that sufficient money or legally binding assur- 
ances would undoubted] be forthe coming. T his proved to be the e: 
for at about 2 pm. on Thursday, November 2, Senator Butler’s oar 

sonal guaranty of my account, together with his compliments for the 
quality of my work, was delivered to my office. I considered this very 
responsible assur: ance of payment, and was quite satisfied. 

That same Thursday morning, about 9:30 a. m., I received a tele- 
phone call from Miss Kerr from Washington. She wanted to know 
if I had spoken to Mr. Butler and whether I’d received any money 
as yet. She also told me that she had about $2,000 so far and she was 
still trying to get more and would bring it over in the afternoon. She 
told me, too, that she had a contributor who would e@ive $500 if I 
would give the contributor a paid bill for services, so that the party 
could deduct it from income tax. IT refused and explained that I could 
not go along with anything like that. About noon I received a $1,000 
check from Mrs. VanDyke, and while I was at the headquarters Mr. 
William Webb : approac hed me with the request to borrow the printing 
P lates used on two of the jobs. ‘These plates were used by me to print 

200,000 pieces of literature for which ] . id still not received payment. 

I refused because I felt that this might be a trick to leave me with all 
the finished work and get this job done elsewhere. About 2 hours 
later Mr. Webb sent one of the Butler campaign workers to my office 
with a message that I had agreed to lend him those same plates. I 
happened to be in the office at the time the messenger arrived, and 
refused his request for the second time. 

About 5:15 p. m. Miss Kerr arrived at my office with $2,400 in 
checks and $20 in eash. Itold her I couldn’t take those checks because 
they had to be endorsed. All of them were made out to the Butler 
Campaign Committee. Miss Kerr went to headquarters, got the 
checks endorsed, and returned at about 5:50 p.m. Upon receipt of 
these checks I sent one truckload of mail to the post office. 

On Friday, November 38, about 1 p. m., Mrs. VanDyke called me 
and told me that she had $5,000 for me. This added to the $2. 120 
brought over by Miss Kerr and the $1,000 given me the d: iv before by 
Mrs. VanDyke, making a total of $8,420, was for the sole purpose of 
getting immediate release of the paper “From the Record.” Mr. 
Butler’s letter of guaranty covered my entire account. However, 
since all the work was still on a ec d. basis, notwithstanding the 
guaranty, on Saturday, November 4, Mr. Braiterman gave me a letter 
addressed to Mr. Butler extending credit for the balance due me. I 
took this letter to campaign headquarters, where it was signed by Mr. 
Butler. It was at this time that I gave Mr. Butler official post-office 
receipts covering the letters addressed by Mrs. Meyers and the mailing 
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of “From the Record.” On Saturday we delivered all of the remain- 
ing printed matter to the Annapolis headquarters, Towson, the Lord 
Baltimore he: adquarters, and to a certain Mr. Marse 8. Calloway. 

I had been under terrific nervous strain during this past week, and 
I was happy that I was straightened out with Mr. Butler. I had 
put in a hard day getting all of the material properly dispatched, and 
I was ready to close and go home, when the telephone rang at 8 p. m. 
A man introduced himself as Ray Kiermas and told me that he was 
stuck with about 50,000 Butler picture post cards which had to be 
hand-addressed, and that a message also had to be written by hand 
and stamped. Has asked me if I — take the job and get them into 
the mail by 8 p. m. Sunday night. I asked him how he got my name, 
and he told me I was recommended to him by Miss Jean ‘Kerr. I told 
him that the job sounded impossible, but since I was appreciative 
of all the work I got from the Butler headquarters, and that if Miss 
Kerr recommended me and he was in trouble with his job, I felt 
obligated to help. He told me that they worked on the job since Wed- 
nesday and had completed about 300,000 cards. I asked him how 
many they were averaging each hour and what rate he wanted to 
pay for the job. He told me his girls were averaging 90 an hour and 
the pay was $15 per thousand. I told him that I didn’t want any- 
thing for my services; that the $15 was hardly enough payment for 
the workers for working on Sunday. With this information, I told 
him I’d have to see how many workers I could line up for Sunday 
and call him back. About 9:30 p. m. I called Mr. Kiermas back and 
told him that, on the basis of 90 an hour, it appeared that I had 
enough girls so far to do about 25,000 cards; also, that I would con- 
tinue to try to get more workers. After this conversation, I left 
for Washington in my car, and took along one of my employees, 
Robert Sutton. We met Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Don Surine at the 
police entrance to the Senate Office Building, where we received 50,000 
post cards and 50,000 1-cent stamps in rolls of 500 each. Mr. Kiermas 
gave me cash totaling $50 which represented a deposit on this work, 
for which I gave him a receipt on the back of one of my business 
cards. I drove back to Baltimore and left some of the work at the 
homes of those workers who were waiting up for me. I arrived at 
my home at about 2 a. m., Sunday. 

‘On Sunday, November 5, I left my home about 8 a. m. and went 
to distribute more cards and stamps. About 10 a. m. I arrived at 
my office, and called Mr. Kiermas to let him know what was going 
on. I told him that I was trying to get as many done as humanly 
possible. He = me that if I could “get them done he would give 
me, personally, $5 per thousand cards ‘bonus. I told him that this 
was one bonus I never expected to get—the job was too slow and 
difficult. We made arrangements for Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Surine 
to meet me in Baltimore at 8 p. m. to pick up the finished work, at 
which time we were supposed to mail the cards. A few of the girls 
telephoned me during the day complaining how difficult and slow 
the job was, and some said they wouldn’t continue. At 4 p. m. I went 
home for dinner. About 8 p. m. I received a phone call from Mr. 
Kiermas, who stated that he and Mr. Surine were in a lunchroom 
called Herman’s at St. Paul and Twenty-fifth Streets, and asked me 
to meet him in the restaurant there. Mr. Kiermas gave me a check 
for $500 in the restaurant, and I told him that I would settle up with 
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him after the job was done. I explained the difficulty of the job and 
told him that the result was going to be far below his estimate. I told 
him that I heard my girls were averaging only about 30 an hour in- 
stead of 90. He asked me if I could get the girls to continue to work 
later in order to get more cards out. If they would work later, he 
would still give me the $5 bonus even though it was impossible to 
get out the entire 50,000. I again told him that I didn’t want any- 
thing out of the job. If he wanted to give me a $5 bonus, I told him 
to give it to the workers. 

The three of us—Kiermas, Surine, and I—got into my car. My 
father-in-law was also there. He had come along to keep me com- 
pany. We went to Mrs. Halley's home at 408 East Lorraine Avenue. 
Mr. Kiermas examined the work that Mrs. Halley and her women 
were doing, saw how slow the job was, spoke with Mrs. Halley, 
whom he asked to continue the wor k, promising her a bonus of 55 
for each 1,000 cards completed from then on. I wanted to take 
Mr. Kiermas and Don Surine around to the rest of the homes, but 
Mr. Kiermas said he had to get back to Washington to catch a plane 
to Milwaukee, and that Don Surine would come back at 11:30 that 
night to go with me and pick up the work from all of the houses 
and take it to the post office. I left them near Herman’s restaurant 
about 8:30 p. m. and then went over to the home of Mrs. Edna 
Edwards at 2720 Elliott Street in East Baltimore to check the work. 
Mrs. Edwards and her group of workers had already become disgusted 
and stopped working. I picked up the finished cards and the balance 
of the cards and stamps, paid them for the work finished at the rate 
of $15 per thousand, and continued on my rounds. 

From Elliott Street I went to East Chase Street, where I found the 
same complaint and same result. I paid this group and picked up 
the cards. From there, I went home, arriving about 10 p. m., after 
taking my father-in-law home. I waited for Don Surine to telephone 
me at 11:30 p. m., according to our previous arrangements. This time 
passed and in the meantime I received many calls from the workers 
telling me that if I didn’t pick up the work by midnight they would 
go to sleep and I would not get the work at all. At 11:40, [left my 
home, giving specific instructions to my wife that when Don Surine 
phoned to tell him why I had to leave immediately before he arrived, 
and to get a phone number from him so that I could call him from 
the outside. I made several more stops, and finally arrived at Mrs. 
Halley’s again at about 12:30 a. m. 

I telephoned my home from there to see if there was any word 
from Don Surine. My wife was very excited—nearly hysterical. 
She said that two men had spoken threateningly about my having 
left home. They had threatened to come to my house, in spite of 
her pleas that they wait for my call, and in spite of her reiterating 
that she and my children were in bed and that I was not there. The 
reasons for my being out—that I had to pick up the completed work 
before the workers went to sleep—did not interest them. They 
screamed at her that I didn’t matter, and the workers didn’t matter, 
but that they were coming for me, and I had better be there—that 
I had 50,000 cards, and I had better have them done. She again 
repeated that she was expecting me to call any minute. When she 
refused to give them her address, they told her they knew it. And 
they did. They said they were coming up anyway. She finally pre- 
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vailed on them to leave a phone number, but they refused to leave 
their names, saying they would stand near the phone booth and 
answer the call.” When my wife told me all of this, I was frightened 
too, and was very upset while I was calling them back. The num- 
ber turned out to be a phone booth in the lobby of the Emerson Hotel. 
The fellow at the other end of the line asked me how many cards 
I had. I said that there were about 5,000 or 6,000. He roared at 
this—got excited because there were so few. Iwas afraid, and nervous 
and completely exhausted. I could not take his abuse, so I thought 
I might appease him until I got downtown by telling him that one 
large group of cards was alre: dy mailed even though this was not so. 
This did no good. It made him angrier yet. He said I had no 
right to do this on my own. Finally, I had to say that I wouldn’t 
put up with being pushed around by him on a job I was doing as 
a favor. Also, I said I didn’t appreciate the treatment they gave 
my wife either. I told him I would come right down, and hung up. 
I met them in the lobby of the Emerson Hotel, having parked my 
ir up the street in front of the post office. It was now about 1 a. m. 
The hotel lobby was deserted. The only two men in the lobby were 
the two waiting for me. They introduced themselves to me as Ewell 
Moore and George Nilles. I asked for Don Surine, and they said 
he would “be here soon.” We left the hotel, took the finished cards 
from my car, and went into the post office. We took a rough count, 
and it was about 5,000 cards. They mailed those cards. They con- 
tinued to bother me about the group of cards I had said I mailed 
earlier. I told them that I would explain it to Don Surine when he 
arrived. Surine arrived about 1 a. m., or a little later. Nilles and 
Moore told Surine about my having mailed some cards without them 
and they mailed 5,000 cards received from me. Surine asked me 
about mailing the cards. I told Surine that both of these men had 
been abusive to my wife over the phone and to me, and that in 
order to quiet them down I told them I had mailed cards but 
clearly explained that my only purpose in telling them that cards 
had been mailed before they got there was because I thought that 
would quiet them down. I told Surine that I did not mail any cards 
before their arrival. I told him that we had only three more stops 
to make, which should be completed in an hour or less, and when he 
picked up the finished work and the left-over stamps that he would 
see for himself that they would check out. Then Surine became 
abusive, too. His eyes looked like they were going to pop out of his 
head. I-said that he was working himself up over nothing; that three 
more girls were waiting for us to pick up their work. “Let’s get 
this done and over with. I’m tired and I want to go home.” As I 
made this statement I started walking toward the door, intending to 
have them follow me, so we could pick up the rest of the work. 
Surine reached out and jerked me back by the coat. He said, “Listen, 
I want that letter back.” I said, “What letter?” He said, “The 
guaranty letter you got from Butler.” I told him that he wasn't 
going to get the letter. He told me that if I didn’t give him the 
letter they would fix me up and put me through a McCarthy investi- 
gation. 
Senator Monronrey. The Chair wishes again to ask those in attend- 
ance who are here as guests of the committee to please not show any 
approval or disapproval of the testimony that the witness is giving. 
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Mr. Fepper. He br: agged about being good at that sort of thing. I 
told him that I couldn’t give him the letter even if I wanted to—that 
this letter was in my attorney’s office. 

He then asked me if I knew Kriss. I said I didn’t. He said he 
meant Captain Kriss of the police department, who was a friend of 
his, and could make it tough for me. I said the police don’t worry 
me because I haven’t done anything wrong. I asked lim to plea 
let me finish and go home. He said that where they came from “my 
kind” would be lucky to get home at all. He ke i asking about the 
letter. I kept insisting it could not be reached because my lawyer 
had it. 

I finally talked them into leaving the post office. I wanted to get 
in my own car to make the last three stops but they insisted I get 
into their car. | got into the car that Surine was driving. It was 
a two-door Ford with a Virginia license plate. I recall that I sat 
in the back seat but was too frightened to think about anything be- 
cause I didn’t know what was going to happen next. We then went 
to the home of Mrs. Vera Edwards, 253 North Monroe Street. The 
time now was about 2:30 a.m. The three men went in with me and 
picked up the cards and stamps. They did not count them in her 
presence. She is one of my regular part-time workers. I asked her 
in front of these men just how much money I promised her for this 
job, but she sensed that something was wrong and was afraid to talk 
until I urged her to tell the truth. She then told them that I had 
promised her first $15 and later $20 per thousand because she was 
working so late. Mrs. Edwards the n accompanied us in the car to the 
next stop. This was at a woman's house with whom I had no previous 
dealing, and therefore needed someone who knew the woman so that 
she wouldn't be afraid to let us in at that hour. Moore and Nilles 
staved in the car with me. Surine and Mrs. Edwards went into this 
woman's house. Then we took Mrs. Edwards home. There was 
absolutely no conversation during this trip. It was then about 3:15 
a.m., and I told Don Surine that we had one more stop to make and 


that I wanted to vet it over with and vO home. Tnstead, they started 
complaining again that [ didn’t have enough cards done. They 


accused me of cheating them and Don Surine said, “You promised 
to vive me the letter back,” and said, “He promised to five the lett 
back, didn’t he, boys¢” And they promptly chimed in, “Yes, that’s 
what he said.” During this time we were riding around for no pur 
pose, going no place, and I was getting sicker by the minute. Then 
Don Surine demanded the $500 check back that I had gotten earler 
from Ray Kiermas, and I told him it was at home. They drove me 
home to vet it. The time now was close to + a.m. They insisted on 
coming in, but I begged them not to do this to my wife and family— 
that my wife was extremely nervous because of what happened earlier 
inthe evening. They waited on the sidewalk. 

[ got the check and told my wife that all I had to do was give them 
the check, because I fully intended to go back into the house after I 
turned the clreck over to the ‘m. Howeve or, when I vot out on the side 
walk, they got around me in such a way that I wasn’t able to get 
back into the house. I gave Surine the check and told him that he 
only had one stop to make, Mrs. Halley’s, that he had been there 
before and knew where it was, and that she knew him and he wouldn’t 
have any trouble getting the balance of the cards and stamps. I said 
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I would straighten up with him that day at my office in a more busi- 
nesslike manner. Surine said, “We’re not through with you yet— 
get back in the car.” And with the three men crowding me, I ended 
up again in the back seat of the car. I again begged them to please 
let me go home but instead, they switched the conversation to fraud. 
Surine, who appeared to be the spokesman of the three, insisted that 
| defrauded Butler, that I didn’t send out all of the mail which I 
billed the campaign for. When I wouldn’t tell him who arranged 
the Annapolis and Hagerstown distribution, he accused me of being 
evasive. I had no reason to refuse this information other than that 
I felt it was none of his business in the first place, and secondly, I 
didn’t want people like the YMCA in Annapolis and others troubled 
by a man like Surine. 

During this time, Surine was driving around and finally reached 
Orey’s Restaurant, 801 East Twenty- fifth Street, a drive-in, where 
he parked, and we all got out. The place was deserted inside and 
out, and there appeared to be one man in the place who came over 
to wait on us. Surine ordered a milkshake with an egg in it. I think 
the others did, too. I had coffee. By this time I was really worn out 
and sick, but Surine paid no attention to me. The left-over stamps in 
my pockets I put on the table. I asked Surine to count them and 
give me a receipt. He pulled out some paper and began to write and 
kept firing questions at me. I can’t tell much about what he was 
writing, but I remember reading it, and it began, “I, William Fedder,” 
and contained statements referring to the ‘mailing and distribution 
of From the Record and other printing which I had done. 

At one point he got very gentle and practically begged me to allow 
him to put into the statement that I had to ov ercharge because of the 
large sums of money I had to “kick-back” to Mr. Jonkel and Mrs. 
VanDyke. This was not true, and I refused. The rest of the state- 
ment is also not true, but I could disprove it with post-office receipts 
which | had already delivered to Senator Butler. I did not under- 
stand the reason for the statement and was too sick and scared to care. 
When he told me to sign on the first page, I did, on the margin, and 
he continued to write a second page. I begged Surine to finish this 
thing and let me go home, but he continued to write. I told him, 
“Look, Don, I’m going to call Mr. Butler about this, and I don’t think 
he’s going to like it one bit.” He laughed at me and said, “Listen, we 
sweat blood getting all of this money together. You'll never get to 
talk to him, because he won't answer your ‘eall.” 

Finally, about 5 a. m., with the statement Surine was writing incom- 
plete, we left Orey’s and Surine drove to Mrs. Halley's house. There 
was a sign on the door telling us to ring the bell when we got there. 
Surine rang the bell, and Mr. Halley let us in, giving us the finished 
work and left-over stamps, and we left, driving to the post office. We 
parked in front of the post office. Surine put on the light in his car, 
counted the stamps, and also counted the balance of the finished 
cards, which totaled 6,000, making a total of finished cards equal to 
11,000 and 39,000 stamps and unused postcards which he put in the 
statement in front of the post office. 

At this point the statement I am going to make is not in this pre- 
pared statement; it is a short line, and I will insert it. 

At this point. the cards, the finished cards, were carried into the 
post office by Nilles and Moore, and I and Surine were out alone, and 
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said to Surine, I said, “Look, you’ve got the whole statement made 
a you’ve got the 39,000 stamps and postcards back, and you’ve got 
the $500 check back. If you let me go home, you can put in there 
that you don’t owe me any money, and that the job was not done 
properly, and I'll sign the entire statement that it’s true and correct.” 
He jumped at this, saying “O. K.” I signed it, left their car, got in 
my own, and went home. The time now was 6 a. m. on November 6, 
1950, 

I arrived at home about 6:30 a. m., just as the milkman left our 
milk onthe porch. My wife was still up waiting for me. I didn’t tell 
her of my experience because she was already too upset. I went to 
bed but couldn't sleep. I stayed in bed for about 3 hours to give my 
heart a rest. I went to my office about 10 a.m. I was so weak J 
could hardly talk. About 11 a. m. I received a telephone call from 
Washington. It was Miss Jean Kerr. She asked me where I could 
be contacted that evening. I said, “No, not again.” I asked her why 
she wanted to contact me. She said she wanted to send me the money 
to pay the girls. I said, “Jean, you don’t have to send me any 
money.” I told her Don Surine, Moore, and Nillis kept me out all 
night and that they had a signed statement; she didn’t have to give 
me any money. I told her the fellows were very angry because I 
had only 11,000 cards done. At this point I told her my production 
estimate was based on Ray Kiermas’ information that his Washing- 
ton girls were averaging 90 cards per hour. I asked her what the 
Washington production average really was. She said she thought 
I did a marvelous job and couldn't imagine why Ray Kiermas told 
me 90 when the W ashington people actually averaged only about 
30 to 35 per hour. She repeated that she thought I was wonderful 
to help out and thought I did a marvelous job and wanted me to have 
the money. I said “O. K,, then” and gave her my home address and 
phone number. I told her again that I was kept out all night, that 
i was weak and tired, and to please make it early because I expected 
to go to bed by 8 o'clock. 

A short while later, about 11:30 a. m., I received a telephone call 
from Mrs. Van Dyke. She sounded very excited and told me if 
I was contacted about the tabloid From the Record, to say I did the 
work for the Young Democrats for Butler. I told her I had an awful 
lot of them left over and asked what I should do with them. She 
said get rid of them, do anything with them but please keep the Butler 
headquarters out of it. She then told me to get all my bills and 
statements in so I could get paid. I was still too weak, tired, and 
nervous from my horrible Sunday experience and didn’t get this done 
until Thursday, November 9. 

At 8 p. m. I went to bed. There had been no call, as Miss Kerr 
promised, At 10:50 p.m. I was awakened by the telephone bell. It 
was Moore. He said he had a check for me and wanted me to meet 
him in the Emerson Hotel lobby. I asked him if Don Surine was 
with him, and he said “No.” I asked him if he was alone. He said 
“No.” I asked how many were there this time. He said two be 
sides him. I asked him who they were but he didn’t tell me. I told 
Moore I wouldn’t meet him in the Emerson lobby because it was too 
dark there, but that I would come down to get the check if he would 
meet me in Thompson’s Restaurant, a brightly lighted place that is 
busy and open all night. I called my attorney, Marvin Braiterman, 
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and told him of my telephone conversation with Moore. I told him 
I was afraid to go alone and asked him if he could go with me and 
if he thought it aa l be safe. He said it would be all right. 

We arrived at Thompsons Restaurant about 11:30 or 11:45. I 
saw Mr. Moore at the table against the back wall. He was with two 
people, a gray-haired man and a woman, both nicely dressed, I 
introduced my companion to Mr. Moore as Mr. Marvin Braiterman. 
Moore immediately said, “Oh, he’s your lawyer, isn’t he?” I said 
yes, and then Moore didn’t say any more, reached into his pocket, 
handed us a check for $115 on a Washington bank. signed by Rex 
Lee, and a receipt for me to sign. I signed the receipt, took the check 
and went home. 

Thursday, November the 9th, I handed in my final bills and state- 
ment to Mrs. Van Dyke. I shook hands and congratulated her and 
Bill Webb on their success. I asked for Senator Butler but was told 
he was not around. 

Either this same day or the next, I telephoned Senator Butler’s 
home. A young man answered, I told him who I was and asked if 
he was Senator Butler’s son. He was. I left the following message: 

Tell your father it is very important that I talk to him. Tell him that I am 
not calling about the money due me, that I respect him, and his letter of guar- 
antee is good enough for me. Tell him I have something more important to tell 
him. 

I waited a few days and when I got no answer to this message I 
called Senator Butler’s law office in Baltimore and left a similar mes- 
sage. I tried at least five or 6 times to contact Senator Butler between 
November 9 and November 27, 1950. 

On November 15, I ee ty a check from Mr. Cornelius P. Mundy 
for $500 on account. My thought about this was that they were still 
short of funds but at least the ‘y were showing good faith and I figured 
I would probably get the balance in the very near future. 

By November 27, I was disappointed and amazed that Senator But- 
ler never returned my phone calls. I decided to leave a stronger 
message with the lady who answered the phone at Senator Butler’s 
Baltimore law office. I told her, *Tell Senator Butler I am not calling 
about money. I — something much more important to tell him 
that he should know about. I don’t want to go to the police or to the 
newspapers. I want to tell it to him personally.” This lady, whoever 
she was, became excited after this message and told me she would 
connect me with Mrs. Van Dyke. So I spoke to Mrs. Van Dyke. 
After a few friendly words, she told me the campaign was closed ‘and 
that I should call Mr. Mundy about the money. I told her that I 
was not calling about the money, that I had already received a part 
of it and repeated that Senator Butler’s letter was good enough assur- 
ance for me. What I had to say was much more important and that 
it was imperative that I talk to Senator Butler in private. Mrs. Van 
Dyke told me that unless I told her what I wanted to talk to Senator 
Butler about, the message would not go through, I said, “All right 
then, I won’t give you the whole story but I will give you a little piece 
of it. Tell Senator ~— I was taken for a ride and I don’t like 
it.” She again told me I'd have to call Mr. Mundy for my money, 
but she said nothing about the ride. I finally cont: acted Mr, Mundy 
on Wednesday, November 29, When I told Mr. Mundy who T was, 


he bawled me out for causing so much fuss. When I asked him when 
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I might expect the balance of my payment he said that instead of 
them owing me any money, that I owed them money and that he had 
a copy of the statement I signed for Don Surine. TI tried to explain 
to Mr. Mundy that I was t: aken for a ride and ye at if he had been as 
frightfully se “ared as I was, he’d have signed it, too. He told me he 
didn’t believe a word I was saying and that a wanted to get me 
under oath. I told Mr. Mundy I would be more than glad for the 
opportunity—just to tell me where and when. He told me to be at 
his office on Friday, December 1, at 2:30 p.m. I assured him Vd be 
there. 

On Friday I went to Mr. Mundy’s office, but not alone. With me 
were two lawyers, Mr. Braiterman and Joseph A. Berkow, and a friend 
and employee, Mr. William Meseke, Jr. Mr. Mundy in the presence 
of the four of us read us the statement I signed and also a memorandum 
from Don Surine accompanying the statement. Mr. Mundy explained 
that with this evidence in his hands he had no alternative but to refuse 
to make payment. After Mr. Mundy was finished Mr. Meseke intro- 
duced himself and gave a brief account of his background in the 
Republican Party. He asked Mr. Mundy to please let me tell my 
story. I told Mr. Mundy about the ride and explained that the post 
office receipts he already had in his possession could disprove anything 
Don Surine claimed. After this, Mr. Mundy said this is the first he 
had ever heard of any of this, that he was very busy or had to go out 
of town. He promised as soon as he could, in the next 4 or 5 day 8, 
to contact my storie ys and settle this matter. The ride I talk about 
took place on November 6 and until December 19 (with the exception 
of Mr. Mundy), I didn’t breathe a word about it, not even to my own 
wife. 

Then on December 19 I heard Drew Pearson name this same Don 
Surine as the man responsible for intimidating a witness appearing 
in hearings on the confirmation of Mrs. Anna Rosenberg as Assistant 
Secretary of Defense. The identity of this kind of thing with what 
happe ned to me made me feel that it was wrong to withhold this infor 
mation any longer. When I tried to decide who to tell it to, I pic ‘ked 
Senator Tydings. He was an important figure who I thought would 
listen to me with interest. On Tuesday, December 21, I was in 
Washington to attend a funeral. Afterward I went to Senator Tyd 
ings’ office where I met him for the first and only time. Mr. MeDer 
mott and Mr. Aultman of this subcommittee joined me there. 

In calling Senator Butler so many times after election day, I had 
absolutely no motive of any kind except that I feared for him. I 
considered him personally above reproach. I voted for him myself. 
But I thought he should know what dangerous men he had received 
help from. 

From the first, from the very first, all inforamtion on which I have 
given this committee has been voluntarily submitted. I am not in- 
spired by any malice to Senator Butler.” I am not inspired by any 
political or personal motives. I am not unmindful, however, of the 
effect of such treatment on a small-business m: in who connects himself 
businesswise with a legitimate political ¢ ampaign, only to find that he 
is subjected to cercion, force, and intimidation in return. I am here 
today to testify to facts that must never be allowed to repeat them 
selves : again, 
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Mr. McDermorrt. Mr. Fedder, in your prepared statement you make 

reference to the fact that you were introduced to Senator Butler’s 
campaign through a friend, Mr. William Poellinger, and that when 
you were introduced to the c ampaign people that introduction was 
to Mr. Jon Jonkel, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you meet anyone else on that first occasion ? 

Mr. Fepper. I also met Mrs. Katherine Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who did Mr. Jon Jonkel indicate to you that he 
was? What was his capacity in the campaign ? 

Mr. Fepper. As far as I know he was introduced to me as the cam- 
paign manager. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he tell you where he was from or had you 
known him previously ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Not at that moment; I had never known him before 
nor ever heard of his name before. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you met Mrs. Van Dyke previously ? 

Mr. Fepper. No; that was the first time I had ever heard of her. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was her capacity in the headquarters, do 
you know ¢ 

Mr. Frepprr. She was the main secretary or office manager. I was 
told that she was a volunteer worker, though. 

Mr. McDermorr. Most of your dealings with the headquarters 
were with either Mr. Jonkel or Mrs. Van Dyke; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. Van Dyke or Mr. Jonkel; that is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were there other people connected with head- 
quarters on your visits there ? 

Mr. Frepprer. There always were people in and out, and several 
girls working, and a fellow named William Webb worked there; he 
was a writer, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did you meet Mr. Webb / 

Mr. Frepprer. I met Mr. Webb; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it explained to you what his capacity in the 
campaign might be? 

Mr. Frepper. He was sort of assistant to Mr. Jonkel. I asked him 
where he was from, and he said he was from California: he was from 

California, and he came to the East and is helping Jonkel on the 
campaign, and from there he is going to Florida on a vacation. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Did he tell you anything about his prior connec- 
tions or affiliations ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I believe that you have testified at some 
length with reference to your activities in connection with the distri- 
bution of this tabloid, From the Record. 

Was that instrument printed by you 4 

Mr. Frpper. Absolutely not. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you were instructed by Mrs. Van Dyke to 
pick it up at the plant of the Times-Herald here in Washington; is 
that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. I show you this copy. Is that the tabloid to 
which you referred ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is it; this is the tabloid. 
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Mr. McDerrmorr. To review your connection with this tabloid, 
you indicate that you rented a truck and came over to Washington 
to pick up this material, is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was the material in bundles? Would you de- 
scribe how you picked it up? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; the material was wrapped in bundles; no wrap- 
pers: I believe they were wrapped a thousand to the bundle with 
ropes going two ways, with the front side up. 

Mr. McDermorr. You loaded those on your truck and you took them 
back to Baltimore ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right; I had two boys with me to help me, and 
also the men on the platform helped. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know the approximate weight of the 
500,000 copies 4 

Mr. Fepper. I think the approximate weight was 12,000 pounds. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. You testified when you got back to Baltimore that 
night you left the material on your truck; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDrroorr. And then subsequently you made arrangements 
for its distribution; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpver. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. With reference to the house-to house distribution 
of the tabloid, how was that handled ? 

Mr. Fepper. That was handled on a subcontract basis in Balti- 
more—well, everywhere. 

Mr. McDermort. All right. Would you explain for us, please, 
just exactly how it was. 

Mr. Fepper. In Baltimore I subcontracted to—I also have a brother 
in the distributing business, but he was too busy at the time, and I 
subcontracted the job to the Home Distributing Co., and Mr. Bir- 
mingham—I don’t know his first name—he is the owner of the 
business. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the Home Distributing Service, Inc., in 
Baltimore, Md.? 

Mr. Fepper. With offices on Charles Street. 

Mr. McDermorr. What instructions did you give Home Distribut- 
ing Co. for the distribution of this tabloid ? 

Mr. Fepprr. I told him to give me a city-wide distribution of 
Baltimore City. 

Mr. McDermorr. What arrangements did you have with him con- 
cerning payment for that work ? 

Mr. Fepprr. I told him that my arrangements with the headquar- 
ters were for ac. 0. d. basis on all my work except on the distribution, 
which I also would have to have in advance, and for him to keep them 
in his garage but not to distribute any of them until he had word 
from me that I had received the money so that I could pay him. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. So after you delivered copies of this 
tabloid to him and gave him those instructions, did he hold them 
before he started distribution ? 

Mr. Fepper. He held them until I told him to go ahead. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much later was that? 

Mr. Fepprer. Oh, probably a week or so. 
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Mr. McDerrmorr. Do you know how many copies of the tabloid 
were distributed door to door in Baltimore by Home Distributing ? 

Mr. Fepprr. In Baltimore by Home Distributing Co. were dis- 
tributed 150,000 copies. 

Mr. McDermorr. I hand you a photostatic copy of an invoice from 
Home Distributing Service to National Advertising Co. and ask you 
to identify that. 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. What does that invoice show ? 

Mr. Frepprer. This invoice shows that I am paying him for the 
distributing of 150,000 tabloids with the Butler insert, that blue insert 
I spoke about in my testimony. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the invoice price / 

Mr. Frepper. The invoice price here is 87 a thousand to me. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the total price? 

Mr. Fepper. The total price is $1,050. 

Mr. McDermorr. I would like to introduce this invoice into the 
record. f 

(The document was received and is on file with the committee as 
Exhibit No. 4 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you advance this sum of $1,050 to Home Dis- 
tributing Co. ? 

Mr. Fepper. No; I did not advance him. He knows me well, and 
he took my word for it that I had the money and would pay him as 
soon as he finished. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. 

How was this invoice subseque oy paid? Was it paid by you 4 

Mr. Fepper. It was paid by me by check. 

Mr. McDerMor r. By your own ¢ heck ? 2 

Mr. Fepprr. By mv own check. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you receive the funds with which to 
make that payment / 

Mr. Frepper. I received the funds $1,000; I got that from Mrs. Van 
Dkye; I spoke about it here. That was on Wednesday or Thursday, 
and then I got $2420 that Jean Kerr brought to my office and $5,000 
ina check from Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in addition to the door-to-door distribution 
by Home Distributing, was there a door-to-door distribution in other 
communities in Maryland ? 

Mr. Fevper. Yes. There was a door-to-door distribution of 5.000 
pieces in Dundalk, which is a suburb of Baltimore. 

There was a 10,000 distribution in Hagerstown: there was a 5.000 
distribution in Annapolis and surrounding territory to Annapolis. 

I was also supposed to deliver door to door in Cumberland and 
Frederick, but was unable to make any contact for distribution there 
and when I told this to Mr. Van Dyke, that is, that I was unable to 
make contact, there was no distributor in the town and I had no one 
to intercede with me for Boy Scouts and YMCA, like I did in Hagers- 
town and Annapolis, we agreed that instead we would use the tele- 
phone books for those two cities and send some in the mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have a subcontract arrangement in these 
other communities similar to the one you had in Baltimore for door- 
to-door distribution ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. There was no contractor, no distributing com- 
pany there, but I am fortunate to have the YMCA in Baltimore as 
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one of my customers and I spoke to someone there—I don’t remem- 
ber who—about it and just in the matter of conversation, and they 
said the YMCA in Annapolis could probably find some young men 
for me that would be tickled to death to pick up some extra money, 
and I called someone, the executive secretary or somebody at the An- 
napolis YMCA, told him how I got his name, and introduced myself, 
told him my problem, that I had a distribution to make but didn’t 
know who to call, there was no companies, no regular distributing 
companies in Annapolis, and he said he would help me out and he 
got five boys—not boys, they are young men—to work on a Saturday, 
and [ had one of my employees, a Mr. Danny Katz, Daniel Katz, to 
take 5,000 From the Record tabloid and 5,000 of the blue inserts to 
Annapolis, and they met these boys at the YMCA and started them off, 
and then they went to distribute. He paid them and he came back to 
Baltimore. 

Mr. “McDerrmorr. How did you handle the distribution of the 
10,000 copies in Hagerstown ? 

Mr. Frepper. In Hagerstown I thought it would be the same way, 
but when I got there “and they found out it was political—it seems 
that the Boy Scouts have a ruling that they will not distribute any- 
thing political—and I was a little worried. 

It so happens that I know of another shop similar to mine but 
smaller, in Hagerstown, owned by a very nice friend of mine. The 
name is Miss Betty Winn. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. McDermott, may the committee see that ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fepper. Incidentally, the same Miss Betty Winn is the woman 
who made the contact with the Boy Scouts for me. But as soon as 
she found out it was political, when I got to her office and found out 
we could not work it that way, so we got hold of a taxicab driver, and 
from the office he called his company—I don’t know the name of the 
cab company; I didn’t go that far into it—he made arrangements over 
the phone for me to have the use of that cab for the entire day for 
which, I think, we paid him $35, and we went around the city picking 
up boys. It was a Saturday and nobody went to school, and we 
picked up about 8 or 10 boys, I don’t remember who—this cab driver 
helped me, and he took the boys and supervised them and I took care 
of the distribution, and I left the money with Miss Betty Winn who, 
after the distribution, paid the boys and paid the cab driver. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Now, generally, how did you handle the distribution in Dundalk? 

Mr. Fepper. In Dundalk we had not originally expected to cover 
Dundalk; it did not occur to me, because we only spoke of city-wide, 
and then on Monday, the day before election, Mrs. VanDvke called 
me and she said there was none in Dundalk and none in Essex, and 
she would like to have that covered. 

I told her I would try if possible, when I got hold of Mr. Birming- 
ham again, and told him to please try to get a couple of extra men 
and give some of them out in that terr itory. This was already Monday 
afternoon and he took care of the 5,000 distribution in—— 

Mr. McDermorr. Dundalk. 

Mr. Fepprr. Dundalk. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, from whom did you receive 
vour instructions with re ference to this distribution? Who instructed 
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you to make these arrangements for this door-to-door distribution of 
these various communities? 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. VanDyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is Mrs. VanDyke? 

Mr. Fepner. At the Butler he: vdquarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the headquarters. 

Did you talk to Mr. Jonkel about this problem, or did he give you 
any instructions? 

Mr. Fenner. No. At that time he seemed to be busy. Several times 
when I called he was out or in Washington, I don’t remember exactly ; 
but I made arrangements through Mrs. VanDyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mrs. V vanDyke tell you in what communities 
she wished the tabloid distributed door-to-door ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. That is right, the same ones I mentioned. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. How did you determine the quantity to be dis- 
tributed? Did she tell you complete coverage or what did she say? 

Mr. Fepper. She told me she wants Baltimore C ity covered, Freder- 
ick, Hagerstown, Cumberland, and Annapolis, and I don’t remember 
where I got my information, either from the library or the library of 
the Sun office, 1 don’t remember which one, because I usually call either 
one when I need some special information, and that is where I got the 
quantity, the information about the—how many names were in the 
territory. 

Mr. McDermorr. As you were handling this door-to-door distribu- 
tion did you make any status reports to headquarters as to what you 
were doing or where you were operating ? 

Mr. Fepper. No; not especially. The only reports [ remember mak- 
ing were when I couldn’t find a distributor in Frederick or Cumber- 
land, then I told her my trouble, and we used the mail instead. 

Mr. McDermorr. In addition to the copies of the tabloid distributed 
door-to-door, as you have described, I understand that these circulars 
were also sent out through the mail; is that correct? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who handled the mailing phase of the distribu- 
tion ? 

Mr. Fepper. I handled the mailing phase at my own plant. 

Mr. McDermort. In your own plant in Baltimore? 

Mr. Fepper. In my own plant from Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was involved in that connection? How 
did you handle that aspect of it? 

Mr. Fepper. Here is the way we handled that : We printed stickers— 
stickers the size of about 2 by 4 inches—with our permit number on 
there, with our mailing permit number, and I had some stickers with 
just a permit and nothing else on there, which I used for Cumberland 
and Frederick. 

Now, the post office and rural route box numbers, we handled this 
way: We print the stickers with this information on it. It had the 
postal permit number in the upper right-hand corner, and where the 
vormal place would be for you to typewrite an address in, you merely 
print in R. F. D. boxholder local or star route boxholder local or post- 
office box local. 

Then you tie them in bundles of 50 or less, according to how many 
boxes there in the particular routes, and that is how you mail them; 
and as far as the quantity and how many to package for each route, 
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out of the different cities or post offices, or however they work, I got 
that information from the Baltimore post office. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

I now hand you the photostatic copy of a document entitled “Cor- 
rected Invoice,” and dated November 9, 1950, addressed to John 
Marshall Butler, Lord Baltimore Hotel, Baltimore, Md. Will you 
identify that, please, if you can? 

Mr. Fepper. I will ide tify this, and I would like to make one other 
remark before I identify this. 

When I first got the job, this 500,000 tabloids From The Record, 
Mrs. Van Dyke says, “Get your bill in. I want to get the money set 
aside or allotted for it.” 

I said, “Well, I have no way of knowing how many we will actually 
distribute or how many we will actually mail. I won’t know that 
until I get into it and finish my work. “I don’t know right now.’ 

She said, “Get your bill anyhow, approximate ; so, at least, I can get 
the money set aside or allotted for that purpose. 3 

So I just took a rough guess out of the air, no special fixed price— 
we had that understanding—so IL believe I put it down as for m: ailing 
or distribution 500,000, $4,500. 

Then she estimated that she would like maybe half distributed or 
half mailed, so we put down $2,500 postage, which made a total of 
$8,000 for that job, but that was not a true invoice nor was it meant 
to be a true invoice. It was just something for her to pin some facts 
on, so that she could get the money allotted for that purpose. 

After we finally finished the job, then I knew how many were dis- 
tributed, how many we mailed, and gave her a corrected invoice for 
the proper amount due me. 

Mr. McDermort. And is that the invoice ? 

Mr. Frpper. This is the photostat, or a photo copy, of that invoice. 

Mr. McDernmorr. All right. 

Now, on that invoice would you read into the record what is shown 
on that invoice ? 

Mr. Fepper (reading) : 


November 9, 1950, corrected invoice. 


It is addressed to John Marshall Butler, Lord Baltimore Hotel, 
Baltimore, Md. 


Covering distribution and mailing of circular From The Record. 169,000 dis- 
tributed as follows: At $9 per thousand, 10,000 Hagerstown, 5,000 in Annapolis, 
150,000 Baltimore, 4,000 Dundalk. 


I see it is 4,000; before I said 5,000. 


Circulars mailed to every rural route, star route, and post-office boxholder in 
Maryland and cities in Maryland where no contact could be made to have them 
distributed, 134,206 at $9 per thousand. 


I forgot to put the price in at the top. Where it read: 
169,000 distributed as follows at $9 per thousand, total $1,521, 
for that portion of the work. 


Circulars mailed to every rural route, star route, and post-office boxholder in 
Maryland and cities in Maryland where no contact could be made to have them 
distributed, 134,206 at $9 per thousand, $1,207.85 

Postage for 134,206 at 1 cent each $1,342.06. 

Separation of 500,000 circulars into singles from doubles because they were 
printed together either through error or else due to limitations of the rotary press 
at the Time-Herald in Washington at $1.50 per thousand, $750. 
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Enclosing 134,206 folders, A Brief Story of John Marshall Butler, into From 
The Record circulars for mailing as follows: At the time the brief story folder 
was delivered to us, the mailing of the From The Record circulars was already 
prepared and in mail bags. It was necessary to take the completed mail from 
the bags, open the bundles and enclose the Brief Story into the circulars and then 
retie the bundles and repack into the mail bags. Above at $4 per thousand, 
$536.82 
. One handred and sixty-nine thousand Brief Story of John Marshall Butler 
folders distributed with From the Record circulars, above $2 per thousand, $338. 

Post office charge for receipts of mailings, $7.59. 

The total is $5.703.32. 

Norre.—Cost of hired truck and men to pick up From the Record circulars 
at Times-Herald in Washington, D. C., is included in the above charges. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Then, according to this corrected 
invoice and this testimony, 169,000 copies of the tabloid were dis- 
tributed by door-to-door delivery, and 134,206 through the mail; is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I understood that Mr. Me- 
Dermott identified this as a photostat. 

Mr. McDermort. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you have the original in the file? 

Mr. McDermorr. I do not. 

Do you have the original of this invoice ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I think we have the original or a duplicate. No; 
the original would be in Senator Butler’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. I would like to put this exhibit into the record. 

(The document referred to was received and is on file with the 
committee as Exhibit No. 5.) 

Mr. McDermorr. You testified about several pieces of campaign 
literature that were printed in your shop, and you referred to one 
of those pieces of literature as Back to Good Old Dixie. 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you this exhibit and ask you to 
identify it if you can. 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir; this is the piece. 

Mr. McDermort. Is that the literature to which you referred, and 
which was printed in your plant? 

Mr. Fepper. Right. 

Mr. McDrermorr. How many copies of that were printed? 

Mr. Fepper. Seventy-five thousand. 

Mr. McDermorr. I would like to place this exhibit, Back to Good 
Old Dixie, into the record. 

(The document referred to was received and is on file with the 
committee as Exhibit No. 6.) 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember from whom you received a 
copy for the printing of that piece of literature entitled “Back to 
Good Old Dixie”? 

Mr. Fepper. I received a copy of that piece; I believe it was Mr. 
Jonkel, but I am not absolutely sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall who gave you the quantity that 
they wished to have printed ? 

_ Senator Henprickson. Let us find out, Mr. Chairman, whether he 
is sure about this or not. I think it is very important. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Fepper. I received the order for the job from Mr. Jonkel, but 
the presen: about the quantity I received later from Mrs. Van 
Dyke. After I got that job, you will notice as I repeat what jobs 
I got, that was one of the first two jobs that I got. Yet it was not 
one of the first two jobs [I delivered. After I got the order I was 
told to make 75,000. We had to hold up the job waiting for names 
to put on the back. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe in your prepared statement you indi- 
cated, as you indicate now, that this “Back to Good Old Dixie” was 
one of the pieces of campaign literature that was discussed on the 
day you first were introduced to Mr. Jonkel; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct ; that was one of the first pieces. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the first connection you had with this 
particular piece of literature ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you discussed that piece of literature, was 
the copy given to you at that time, or how was it described 2 

Mr. Fepper. Let me see if I can recollect that. I believe I got it a 
day or two after I first discussed it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you say that it was discussed, but you got 
the copy a day or two later. Did he discuss it by name or do you recall 
what conversation you had with reference to this piece of literature ? 

Mr. Fepper. It was always referred to as “Back to Dixie” or “the 
Dixie folder.” 

Mr. McDernmorr. You state that you received the copies a few days 
later from Mr. Jonkel. You are sure of that, are you ? 

Mr. Frepper. | can’t say Iam absolutely certain, 

Mr. McDermorr. When that copy was delivered to you, did you 
print the literature just in strict conformity to the copy 4 

Mr. Ie Tia R. Yes. The copy—we followed the COpy just as we re- 
ceived it, but the job was held up for a week or so until we were given 
the names to print on the back. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time you received the copy were the names 
of the three persons under whose sponsorship this material was made 
up given to you ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. They were not. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you state that you held up the printing 
of it until those names were available ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. They were my instructions. 

Mr. McDermortr. At whose suggestion was that done / 

Mr. Fepper. I think I was talking to Mrs. VanDyke about that. 

Mr. McDermorr. What instructions did you then subsequently re- 
ceive with reference to the inclusion of those names on that piece of 
literature / 

Mr. Fepper. Later Mrs. VanDyke called me on the phone and said 
she finally had the names that belonged there, and I sent someone 
from my office, I don’t remember who, to pick up the copy, and then 
we set the type, pulled the proofs, and included them in the job, and 
went to press. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. All right. Now, was it your practice—and we 
will refer specifically to this piece of literature entitled “Back to 
Good Old Dixie” to submit proof to someone in Senator Butler's 
compaign headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Oh, yes; we submitted proofs onevery job. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall specifically submitting the proof of 
this literature entitled “Back to Good Old Dixie”? 

Mr. Frpper. Absolutely ; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember whethe r you delivered that per- 
Sons aliy or did someone els se take it over 

Mr. Freppver. I don’t recall that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember to whom the proof was sub- 
mitted on this piece of literature ? 

Mr. Frepper. On the first two pieces—imore than the first two pieces— 
l submitted the proofs to Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you state with particular reference to “Back 
to Good Old Dixie’? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: I am sure I showed those proofs to him because 
he was very pleased and complimentary about how fast I got the 
proofs realy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you submit the proofs on this to any or all 
of the three persons whose names appeared on the literature as spon- 
sors or authorizers 4 

Mr. Fepprer. No; I never submitted any proof to them. I got all 
my instructions from the Butler headquarters and I delivered all my 
proofs. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any contact with any of the three 
persons named on that piece of literature / 

Mr. Fepper. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any instructions from anyone to 
submit the proof to them ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. When the proof on Back to Good Old Dixie was 
returned to you, was it initialed approved, or how did you know that 
the proof was satisfactory ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. It might have been initialed, but I could not say right 
now. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that the usual practice? 

Mr. Frpper. That is the usual practice. We always insist—we don’t 
insist, but we ask for proof to be initialed ; but lots of times it does not 
come back initialed “O. K., a swell job,” or sometimes we might even 
leave the proof, might get a call several hours later or the next day 
or something, “O. K., go ahead with the job. The proof looks fine,” 
and we go ahead. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you retain those proofs in your files or ree 
ords ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Usually. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know whether you have the proof on 
Back to Good Old Dixie? 

Mr. Fepper. I could not be sure right now until I got back to Balti- 
more and looked it up. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you check that for us? 

Mr. Frepper. I will. 

Mr. McDermorr. If you find it, you will make it available to the 
subcommittee ? 

Mr. Fepper. I sure will. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you stated that you printed on instructions 
from someone 75,000 copies of this literature. 

Mr. Fepprer. That is correct. 
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Mr. McDermorr. What did you do with it after it was printed 

Mr. Fepper. Most of them were delivered to Mr. Marse Calloway 
on Madison Avenue. 

Mr. McDermorr. On whose instruction was that done / 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. Van Dyke’s instruction. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state that most of them were delivered there. 
What did you do with the balance ? 

Mr. Fepper. The balance were delivered to the Butler headquarter 
at the Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Of the total amount of 75,000, approximate! 
how many did you deliver to Marse Calloway ? 

Mr. Fepper. Oh, about six or seven thousand. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you met him previously or had you met him 
or seen him previously ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No; not until today; I haven’t until today. I sent it 
up in the truck. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now. referring once again to the tabloid Fron 
the Record, your testimony tee tes that the toal number distributed 
house-to-house, and the total candied which vou mailed is less than 
the total number printed, which was 500,000. What became of the 
balance of those tabloids ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. After Mrs. VanDyke told me to get rid of them we 
sent them to the dump or, I ‘a tees it was, the city incinerator. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you deliver any copies of the tabloid to ar 
one else ? 

Mr. Fepper. Oh, ves. I think about 200 were delivered to the 
Butler headquarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom did you deliver them there / 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t remember right now who signed for it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall at whose request those 200 copies 
were delivered to the Butler headquarters / 

Mr. Fepper. It was at Mrs. VanDyke’s request. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you deliver any of the balance to anyone else / 

Mr. Fepper. I believe I did. I think I did. but I would not know 
for sure unless I checked my receipts. I would have to check my 
receipts. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you deliver them to Marse Calloway ? 

Mr. Fepver. I think I did; Iam not sure. I would have to look up 
the reeords. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could you tell us, Mr. Fedder, the total cost of 

he printing that you did, and the other services that you performed 
incident to the « campaign of Senator Butler? 

Mr. Fepprer. The grand total of all my work, including everything / 

Mr. McDermorr. Y es. 

Mr. Fepper. I can’t give it to you exactly, but it was—I have got a 
statement—$18,099.59. 

Mr. McDermorr. So, the total cost of all of your services, including 
printing, was $18,099.59 ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Has all of that sum been paid ? 

Mr. Fepper. All of that sum has been paid. I received final pay 
ment of $1,825.70 on December 26, 1950, from Mr.  eeanchy. 

Mr. McDermorr. So, the final payment of $1,225.70 was December 
263; is that right ? 
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Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 
— McDermorr. Now, of that sum of $18,099.59 which you received 
) payment for your work and services, do your records reflect how 
mic ‘h of that sum was received from Cornelius Mundy, treasurer of 
John M. Butler campaign ¢ 
“Mi. Frpper. My records, as shown on the statement or my ledger, 
will not show that. But, after I volunteered into this thing, IT had a 
visit from you to my office, and with you I went to my bank and 
checked our de ‘posit slips, and they were nice enough to show us on 
Ul e ir Record: uk projec tor the e mlargeme nts of the out- of. town chee ks 
t I had deposited. They do not take Recordak photos iv the local 
beiche in this particular bank I deal with, but they did it with the 
out-of-town checks; and I subsequently had prints made tae those 
Recordak films, which I turned over to you. 
Senator Henprickson. May I ask a question / 
Senator Monroney. Yes, Senator. 
Senator Henprickson. Why did not your records show these facts 
originally ¢ 
Mr. Frpper. I didn’t think it was important. I mean I didn’t know 
that I had to. Everything was so fast. We were worrying about 
vetting money. We got the money and deposited it. But it will show 
n my records and in my eal nings for the year for income-tax purposes, 
the total amount received. 
enator Henpri KSON. You did not think it was important at the 
Lime to make a col mp! ete record: did you! 
Mr. Fepper. What do you mean by a complete record,” sir? 
Senator Henprickson. A complete record of the complete trans- 





l LO. 

Mr. Fepprr. You mean of all the checks that came in? 

Senator Monroney. Of who paid what. 

Senator Henprickson. Of who paid what, exactly. 

Mir. F'epprr. No: I didn’t know that was lnportant. 

Mr. McDrrnorr. Might I ask, Mr. Fedder, do you have available 
opies of the deposit slips covering the deposit of these various sums 
to your business account ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I do not have with me copies of the deposit slips. I 
brought my bankbook along. I brought this i kbook along in re- 
sponse to a subpena I received last night, late. 

McDermorr. Now, in that bankbook do you reflect all deposits 
hat have been made to your account ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Oh, yes: yes, sir 

ir. McDermorr. That does not itemize those de posits; does it? 

Mr. Frpper. That only gives the total of the deposit slip, and 
Butler is not the only customer I had during that ent or during 
period. I have other customers, and their checks, too, would 

ow on those same deposit slips. 

Mr. McDermortr. The committee has obtained from the Baltimore 

National Bank photostat ic copies of certain deposit slips. I show 
vo es rese and. ask you if you can identify them. 
. . FEDDER. | would say, So far as I can see, these ap pe ar to be 
date ates of my deposit s lips. The name stamped in where it says 
“Depositor” is rubber-stamped from the rubber stamp I use, showing 
my name and ade lress. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you retain copies of those deposit slips 
your own records ¢ 

Mr. Frepprr. No; I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who makes up that deposit slip / 

Mr. Fepprer. My bookkeeper. 

Mr. McDermorr. And from your review of that exhibit you 
those are photo c opies of your cle *pos it slips? 


Mr. Fepprr. Yes. I would say these appear to be photostats 


my deposit slips. 
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for 


of 


Mr. McDerrmorr. Just what information is shown on those deposit 


slips ¢ 


Mr. Fepprer. Well, these deposit slips show how much mone vs were 


; deposited or how much moneys were deposited by me on that particulat 

, day. 

: Now. the first one. for instance, on top is October 20, and I will 

3 check my bankbook here. Now, on October 20 there was $50 cash 

; deposit, S750 check, and SLOO check, and ot her checks totaling $1,927 aA 
al al my bankbook shows that for October 20 We have been credited 
with depositing $1,927.51, the same amount. 

Senator Monroney. Does the deposit slip show the names of t] 

‘ checks ? 

Mr. Frpprer. No; the deposit slip does not show the names of the 

; check, but it shows the code number as used by the Federal Reserve 

: or whoever it is, the code number in the corner of the check that identi 

f fies what city is came from. 

, Senator Monroney. But not by a person, 

: Mr. Fepprr. Not b Vv a person and not by aname. The ‘Vv are made 

= out that way in comp liance with the form because it s: ays a re “Chee] 
enter separately, using ABA number printed on check or place of 
payment.” 

We used the number. 

Senator Henprickson. I would like to point out that we are tak 
ing a long chance in this hit-or-miss method of identifying important 
records. I think we should have the best evidence or none at all 
We are required to make guesses with these records because they are 
not Mr. Fedder’s personal records. 

Senator Monroney. I mean, he has ide ntified the deposit slips, but 
the Chair was trying to see if there was any identification on indi- 

rial ils, which apparently the ‘re is not. 

: Senator Henprickson. There isnot. That is what worries me. 

; Mr. McDernmorr. There is, however, on that deposit slip an identi- 
fying number which identifies the bank on which the check was 
drawn: is that right ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. It identifies the bank on which the 

: check was drawn and the amount of money of the check. 

: Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, may'I ask Mr. Fedder, do you not 

keep any kind of record in your office corresponding with that deposit 

4 slip? 

4 Mr. Fepper. Oh, ves. I have brought my ledger sheet with me. 

2 Senator Smirn. You could show us, then, what makes up that 

i de ‘posit of $1.900 ? 

: Mr. Frpper. No; I can’t show you right now. I don’t know 

2 whether I have the rec aa with me that show the total balance of 


sR 


$1,927, but, for instance, on this check of October 20, there is one 
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check here marked “724.” That is a Baltimore bank, $958.80. Now, 
on that same day, we have credited in our ledger the receipt of a 
check from the Butler account for $958.80. 

Senator Smirn. And that is signed by whom ? 

Mr. Fepper. That check for $958.80? That one was, I believe, 
that one was signed by Mr. Mundy 

Senator Smiru. Then you do ‘have the record that you can supply 
to the committee ? 

Mr. Frepper. Oh, yes. 

Senator Smrru. On all those deposits and who sent the checks in? 

Mr. Fepper. No; I can’t give you a record of who sent every check 
in. A lot of the checks were picked up at headquarters: that is, all 
of the jobs were c. o. d. A truck driver might have picked it up 
or one of my s: alesmen might have picked it up or I might have picked 
it up. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Fedder, I believe what the Senator 
yneans 

Senator Hennrnes. Your deposit slips, Mr. Fedder, as I unde rstand 
it, correspond to certain record entries in your ledger; that is correct? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Senator Hennines. Is that true? 

Mr. Frepper. That is true. 

Senator Hennines. And the record entries determine from what 
source the check was received ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. My records—— 

Senator Hennings. I do not mean the individual, but from what 
source in terms of payment for what. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. My record will show that this check 
me from the Butler headquarters. It would not show who signed 
2 « hee k. 

nator Hennings. No, but it would show that you got a check from 

Butler headquarters in payment for certain materials supplied 
or worked on: is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. My records will show that; that is right, I have de- 
livered certain work done and gotten paid. 

Senator Hennines. Yes. And these deposit slips could, when you 
bring your ledgers, as I understand you are able to do, be matched 
against the entries in your ledger? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Senator Henninoes. Indicating that those exhibits that you now 
hold in your hand correspond to certain entries in your ledger. 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Senator Henninas. Is that correct, sir? 

Senator Henprickson. You mean as to the total. 

Mr. Fepprer. Sir? 

Senator Henprickson. You mean as to total now; they correspond 
as to total amounts only. 

Mr. Fepper. Total amounts only. 

Senator Hennines. You have a number of entries in your ledger; 
do you not ¢ 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Do you have your ledger there, please ? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not have my whole ledger here with me. I only 
brought my ledger page. 
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Mr. Becker. I asked to subpena the entire ledger, and the check- 
books, and something else. I wanted to send or to have sent someone 
to Baltimore to get the entire ledger account. He has not even an- 
swered the subpena. 
Senator Monronry. Has counsel seen this? 
Senator Henprickson. Maybe we can clear this thing up if counsel 
can state what he seeks to prove by this detailed examination. 
Mr. McDermorr. I think it is possible, Senator, to identify from 
his ledger-—— 
Senator Hennines. You can match these? 
Mr. McDermorr. And from his entries in the bankbook that the 
totals will conform to the totals shown on the photo copies of his 
deposit slips, the copies of which he has not retained. 
Then, if those totals conform and he identifies those deposit slips, 
the deposit slips then show the specification of individual amounts in 
which we are interested. 
There is also shown on those deposit slips an identifying symbol 
that identifies the bank on which the check was drawn. Now, that 
identifying symbol appears on certain of the drafts and checks in 
which we are interested, and, I believe, or at least we can ascertain 
if the witness then from that record, which will be confirmed by his 
own ledger sheet, can identify these particular checks with his de- 
posits—I think that the entire pattern can be established in that man- 
ner, and it is the best record available for that purpose, unless you 
wish to subpena the bank and the original records on these deposit 
slips, 
Senator Henprickson. But, Mr. McDermott, he has already testi- 
fied he has nothing in the ledger to identify the checks. 
Mr. McDermorr. Do you have copies of your individual deposit 
slips? 
Mr. Frpper. No; I do not have copies of the individual ergo 
slips, but I could prove without any trouble where the $750 check 

as entered into my ledger book, acc ‘cording to some customer; I can’t 
tell you now what customer it was; I can tell vou who the $100 came 
from, who the $10.52 came from, the $17.10 came from, who the other 
money came from, and the other checks. 

Senator Henninos. This is a very simple matter. There is a ledger 
page marked “John Marshall Butler.” Can you not with those ex- 
hibits you hold in your hands match each entry in the ledger from 
those deposit slips ¢ 

Mr. Pepper. Yes, sit 

Senator HENNINGS. Seriatim, one after the other ? 

Mr. McDermorr. First of all, I would like you to identify the ex- 
\ibit which has been handed to you. 

Senator Henprickson. If he can do that. 

Mr. Frepprr. Is this a page from my ledger? 

Senator Monroney. We want to expedite the hearing as much as 
possible, and we do not want any hearsay or surmise; but, if it can be 
dentified with his deposit slips and the code number of the bank on 
which it is drawn, then I believe we will have admissible evidence. 

Mr. Frepper. This is one page from my ledger book, and it is made 
out to John Marshall Butler, Lord Baltimore Hotel, zone 1. 

The first item—— 
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Mr. McDermorr. Is that your original ledger entry record ? 

Mr. Frepprr. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now wish to introduce this exhibit into the 
record, 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee as Exhibit No. 7.) 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you retain that, please. Can you check the 
record of payments that are reflected in the deposit slips which you 
have previously identified, with the ledger entry that you have before 
you ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. The first payment on the credit side of this ledger sheet 
is dated October 20, and is a check in the amount for $958.80; and, on 
October 20, I deposited in the Baltimore National Bank item No. 5, 
check for $958.80, bank No. 725. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, is bank No. 724 a Baltimore bank? 

Mr. Frpoper. That is a Baltimore bank. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know which bank that is? 

Mr. Frepprer. No: I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Can you proceed with the second 
entry ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. The second entry on my ledger is October 27. It says 

“Check” of $3,300-—— 

Senator Henprickson. Do you keep your own books, Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Fepper. Sir? 

Senator Henprickson. Do you keep your own books? 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir. I have a bookkeeper and certified public 
accountant. I never have anything to do with the books. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is your bookkeeper more familiar with this 
ledger record than yourself ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. I would say “Sure”: she works on them all day. This 
is the first time I have looked at this sheet. This is the first time I 
have looked at this sheet since we handled the Butler campaign— 
last night— 

Mr. Becker. Didn’t you look at that sheet in my presence last 
Friday night / 

Mr. Fepprr. You are absolutely right. 

Mr. Becker. This is not the first time you looked at this sheet ? 

Mr. Fepprer. You are absolutely right, sir. Friday night when you 
visited me and asked me to see it, I cule it out and showed it to you 
and saw it for the first time myself. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, in view of this, probably the 
committee may prefer that we have the bookkeeper come and per- 
sonally testify as to the identity of these records, and if that is the 
committee’s wish, then we will not go into this matter further. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman, I think we can simplify this 
whole matter. We can simplify it if we can agree that these totals 
represent the sums on the deposit slips; the book entries represent the 
totals on the deposit slips. 

Senator Henninos. That is the whole point. 

Senator Henpricxson. That is the whole thing. If we agree on 
that, then we eliminate the purpose of this bookkeeping exhibition 
before this hearing and in this proceeding. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Will you compare, Mr. Fedder, the total shown 


on each deposit slip with the total shown in your bankbook to see 
3 if those amounts are correct ‘ 
Mr. Fepper. October 20, a total of $1,927.51. My bankbook shows 
a total of $1,927.51 for the same date. 
The next deposit slip you have here as a photostat is on October 27. 
My bankbook—wait, your deposit slip shows a total of $3,366.98. My 
bankbook for October 27 shows a total de posit of $3,366.98. 
Your next deposit slip, dated October 30, 1950, shows a total of 
$2469.50. My bankbook for October 30 shows a deposit of $2,469.50. 
Your next de posit slip Pp yhotostat October 31, 1950, shows a total of 
‘ S5.D59.18. My bankbook shows. for October 31. 8559.18. 
i Your next photostat of deposit slip is dated November 1, 1950, 
4 showing a total of $711.77. My book for October 2, and the deposit 
‘ slip says November 1—my book shows November 2, $711.77, the same 
i amount. 
Now, wait a minute. I get it: excuse me; I “et got the correction 
; for that. It was made out on October 1, but the bank ——. 
i mean November 1—it was made out by my book sina yper on November 
‘ but was not deposited on November i. The bank stamp on the front 
4 shows that it was deposited on November 2, 1950, and on November 
Q 2, 1950, my bankbook shows a deposit of $711.77 
4 Your next photostat of deposit slip shows and is dated November 
a 3, 1950. The total of that deposit slip is $3,825.08. My bankbook 
: shows for November 3, 1950, $3.825.08. 
4 The next deposit slip you have is for November 6, 1950—I am going 
4 too fast. Your deposit slip for November 6, 1950, shows a total 


$5,603.42. 

My bankbook for November 6 shows $5.603.42. 

Your next de ‘posit shp photostat, November 9, 1950, shows a total 
of $810.89. My bankbook for November 9 shows a deposit of S810.89. 

Your next deposit slip, dated November 15, 1950, shows a total of 
$1.948.17. Mv bankbook for November 15, 1950. shows a total of 
$1,948.17. 

The next and the last deposit slip you have in your group is dated 
December 26, 1950, and the total on that deposit slip is $2,101.69, and 
f my bankbook for the 26th-—that is December, and T am looking at 

November, and I move to December—I will read this again. Your 
last deposit slip in this group dated December 26, 1950, shows a total 
: of $2,101.69. My bankbook shows a deposit for December 26 of 
; $2,101.69. 


Mr. McDrrmorr. So that the total shown on the photo copy of your 
, deposit slips conforms in all particulars to those shown in your 


bankbook ? : 


reas 


@ Mr. Fepper. Match accurately to the deposits shown in the book. 
, Senator Hrnntnes. Mr. Chairman, to take the witness one step 
d further, Mr. Fedder, these totals which you have indicated by photo- 
5 stats in the bankbooks reflect in the statement from your ledger of 
: John Marshall Butler’s account? 

‘ Mr. Fepper. That is right. 


Senator Hennineos. In the order in which you have given them; is 
that right, chronologically ? 
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Mr. Fepper. I read the totals of the deposit. Now, the totals of 
this deposit will not reflect on the ledger page of John Marshall 
Butler; only the checks on these deposits that I received from the 
Butler campaign work will be reflected on the Butler page. These 
deposit slips also include other slips, as well. 

Senator Monroney. They represent your entire business opera- 
tions in which there were a number of other transactions during that 
same period. 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. The committee will recess until 2 o’clock, and 
we will resume our hearings at that time. Will you be on hand, Mr. 
Fedder ? 

Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Chairman, I am advised by counsel 
that all of Mr. Fedder’s records were subpenaed, not only part of them 
but all of them; and I think it is for the committee to determine 
whether these items that he has before us are the only items that 
relate to the John Marshall Butler campaign. There may be other 
items in the ledger. 

Senator Monronry. We will be glad to ask for any information that 
the committee feels necessary. 

Senator Henprickxson. I would like to see the whole ledger. 

Mr. Br CKER. And the checkbooks. 

Senator Monronry. Can you have someone bring over your full 
ledger and your checkbooks when the committee reconvenes at 2 
o'clock ? 

Mr. Fepper. The aneneen I brought along the checkbook, but 
I did not bring along all of my checkbooks. I brought along only 
those dates as required of inthe subpena. I have my chec ‘-kbook for 
those dates with me, and I understand that when I was subpenaed 
for. to bring- 

Senator Henprickson. Is there any reason why you cannot bring 
all of your checkbooks covering that period during which you were 
treating with John Marshall Butler’s campaign transactions? 

Mr. Frepper. No reason why I can’t bring it. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, that ds all we asked. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of clarifving that, 
I suggest that possibly Mr. Becker and myself during the recess could 
determine how much material is available, in response to this sub- 
pena, and arrange for the production of anything that is not present, 

Senator Monroney. I thought maybe during this recess period you 
might be able to have his book keeper bri Ing over the full ledger, and 
the full checkbook, which seems to be the desire on the part of the 
committee. 

Mr. Fepper. All right, I will call my office in Baltimore and tell her 
to vet here as soon as she can. 

Senator Monroney. The committee will recess now until 2 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:20 p. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 2 
p. m. this same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The committee will be in order. 

Before we start further cross-examination of the witness, I would 
like the committee to take notice that this morning before the opening 
of the committee we received a letter from Senator Butler st: iting he 
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had filed with the Secretary of the Senate a supplementary report on 
contributions and disbursements. A copy of such supplementary 
report was transmitted to this committee. The supplementary report 
was based on information which has just been furnished to him and 
we will turn this over for the information and records of the com- 
mittee. 

Counsel may proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. FEDDER, ACCOMPANIED BY MARVIN 
BRAITERMAN, ATTORNEY—Resumed 


Mr. McDermorr. At the outset, Mr. Fedder, have you obtained 
since we recessed, any more of your office records / 

Mr. Frepper. I have not obtained any more records as yet, but 
from that phone in the corner, just as the morning session recessed, 
I called my office, spoke to the bookkeeper, and told her as soon as the 
salesman came back -the salesman has a car, he was out at the mo- 
ment—I said, “As soon as he gets back, you bring over the filin 
records,” and I read the books that I had on a slip ot paper, the ca ish- 
receipts book, cash-disbursements book, or petty-cash slips from 
October 1 to February 1, two more things. 

Mr. McDermorr. You will not need to itemize them. All of that 
material is on the way; is that correct / 

Mr. Frpprr. And I told her to get here just as fast as she could. 

Mr. Mc Dermorr. Now will you ple: se obt: ain your bank — 
book again so we may have that introduced in the record. You ide 
fied it in earlier testimony. 

I hand you a deposit book of the Baltimore National Bank made out 
to the account of National Advertising Co., and ask you to identify 
it. please, 

Mr. Ieppi R. I identify this book as the bank deposit book of the 
company I own under the name of National Advertising Co., with 
the Baltimore National Bank of Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce this exhibit into the record of 
the subcommittee. 

(The document above referred to will be found in the files of the 
committee as Exhibit No. 8.) 

Mr. McDermorrt. Do you have available, Mr. Iedder. a ce pv of 
your invoice to either John Marshall Butler or the John Marshall 
Butler campaign headquarters showing the work which you did and 
and the record of payments which you received ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. I have them with me: ves, sir. Here is a statement 
of the entire work I did for the John Marshall Butler campaign for 
orders that I got from the Butler headquarters. That does not include 
the picture post-card job that I got that Saturday night from the 
Washington office of Senator McCarthy's office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, with the exception of that picture post 
card job which was the subject of a portion of your earlier testimony, 
this is a complete record of your billing on the printing work whic] 
vou did and the services whieh you performed and a record of the 
payments which you received ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce this exhibit into the record of th 
subcommittee. 





bo 


6: MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 
(The document above referred to will be found in the files of the 
‘committee as Exhibit No. 9.) 

Mr. McDrermorr. With reference to this exhibit, Mr. Fedder, 
notice that it shows a balance due of $1,825.07. Now, according to 
your earlier testimony, that amount has ape paid; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. That was paid on December 26, 1950, 

Mr. McDernmorr. So that there is presently no balance owing on 
this account ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Senator Henprickson. Who made that last payment ? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Mundy made it direct to my attorney. 

Mr. McDermorr. The $1,525.07 was paid by Mr. Mundy to your 

ttorney ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. It was a check made out to the National Advertising 
Co.. but given to my attorney. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know who signed that check, from what 

sunt it was drawn ? 

Mr. iy DDER, The Butler ¢ ampaign | ( omimittee check. 

Mr. Mc Dermorr. I now hand you an exlnbit that was introduced 

1 this morning’ s testimony whic h has seats identified as photo copies 

f your bank-deposit slips. Does your bank-deposit slip dated Octo- 
ber 7, 1950, include a deposit of $2,000 of a check drawn on a bank 
which is identified by the svinbol j0—-67 ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. It does. 

Mr. McDermort. l now hand you that check. Would you read that 
heck for us? 


Mr. Fepprer. This check—it is on the City National Bank of Hous- 





ion. Houston. Tex... October 25. 1950: check No. 606851—reads: ““Pavy 
to the order of Jon Jonkel, chairman, Butler for Senator Campaign, 
=2.000." It was a cashier’s check, and on the back it is endorsed, “Pay 


to National Advertising Co., Jon Jonkel, by Jon M. Jonkel.” 

The reason there are two Jon Jonkels on the back is on the front it 
was spelled “John,” and it was endorsed “John” and then “Jon,” 
and under this endorsement is my rubber-stamp endorsement, “Na- 
tional Advertising Co., for deposit, William H. Fedder, proprietor.’ 
[t also has on the back of the check the bank rubber stamp that shows 
it was received there for deposit on October 27, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that check does appear in your record of 
deposit ? 

Mr. Fepper. That check does appear in my record of deposit. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you identify that check as a credit to your 
account with John Marshall Butler? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. On Oc tober 27 there is credited on the ledger 

“received by check, $3,300”; and on this day, besides this check for 
$2,000 from the Texas bank, there was a $1.300 check also under the 
same date, on a Baltimore bank. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. I now introduce into the record of the subcom- 
mittee the check that has been identified by the witness. 

(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the com- 
mittee as Exhibit No. 10.) 

Mr. McDermorr, Does your deposit slip d dated November 38, 1950, 
show a record of a deposit of a check in the amount of $500 drstwn 
on a bank which is identified by the symbol 1-30? 

Mr. Fepper. Give me that date again, sir. 
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Mr. McDrrmorr. Deposit slip dated November 8, 1990. 

Mr. FEDDER. November 3. | have it here. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does such a check appear in your deposit record ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Give me that gion. est again. Do you mind? 

(The reporter read back the question. 

Mr, Frpper. It does; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you this check and ask you to identify 
it, if you can. 

Mr. Frepper. This check is drawn on the Manufacturers Trust Ce 
I can’t read the numbers—Fifth Avenue. New York. It is a che 
from Alfred Kohlberg. It is “Pay to the order of John M. Bi 
Campaign Committee, $500”°—symbol 1-30, check No, 2527, Ei 
dorsement on the back reads, “Payable to National Advertisi nea Co., 
John Marshall Butle r Campaign Committee. by Jon M. Jonkel,” ana 
under this endorsement it has my same rubber-stamp endorseme 
“National Advertising Co., for deposit, William H. Fedder, propr 
tor,” and the bank stahlip below mv enclorsement shows that it 
received for deposit on November 3, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, was that check as deposited by you credited 
to the John Marshall Butler account ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. It was. 

Mr. McDrermorvt. ] how F itrodui e into the record of the subecom- 
mittee the check just identified by t he witness. 

(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the 
committee as Exhibit No. 11.) 


\\ . 


: Mr. Me D1 RMOTT, Dx es vour cl posit slip fol the sale cate, Nove) ) 
‘ ber 3, 1950, show a record of a deposit of a check in the amount of 
4 $100 drawn on a bank which is identified by thre symbol lo—-d ¢ 


Mr. Fepper. $100, 15-3—yes, sir; it does. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you this check 
identify it. 

Mr. Frepper. This check is a Washington, D. C., check drawn on 
the Riggs National Bank, symbol 15-3. It is “Pay to.the order of 
John Marshall Butler, $100." I can’t read the handwritten signature, 
but the printed signature on the check is Elijah Hanson, check No. 
6925. On the other side I can’t read the endorsement clearly. It says 
“Pay ta 7 cant say th: at it says “National — rtising Co.” You 
can see part of “Butler Campaign Committee, by Jon M. Jonkel.” 

Senator Henprickson. Will the witness speak up a little. 

Mr. Frepper. Excuse me, sir. This endorsement, part of the type- 
written endorsement where it says “Pay to the National,” is not clear 
because on this piece of microfilm there was a little piece of cotton, 
and it obliterated a little piece of the type-written endorsement, but 
you can see “Pay to,” and you can’t see the “National Advertising Co. 

: ‘ou can see part of the “Butler Campaign Committee, by,” and the 
4 written signature under that is “Jon M. Jonkel.” Under that is my 
rubber-stamp endorsement: “National Advertising Co., for deposit, 
William H. Fedder, proprietor.” Under my endorsement is the bank’s 
rubber stamp, which shows it was received for deposit on November 
, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that check credited to your account ? 

Mr. Fepper. This check also was credited to the John Marshall 
Butler campaign. 
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Mr. McDermorrt. I introduce into the record of the subcommittee 
the check just identified by the witness. 

(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the com- 
mittee as Exhibit No. 12.) 

Mr. McDermorr. Does your deposit slip for the same date, Novem- 
ber 3, 1950, show a record of the deposit of a check in the amount of 
$1,000 drawn on a bank identified by the numbers 15-52? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir: it does. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you the check for identification. 

Mr. Fepper. This is a check on Washington, D. C., No. 295, drawn 
on the National Savings and Trust Co., symbol 15-52: 

Pay to the order of Jolin Marshall Butler Campaign Fund, $1,000, and charge 
the same to the account of Book No, 136014, Republican State Committee in and 
for the District of Columbia, 

The signature is Joseph C.—it looks like MceGarraghy, M-c-G-a-r- 
r-a-g-h-y. ‘The signature under it I can’t read. 

On the reverse side it is endorsed by type yard “Payable to Na- 
tional Advertising Co., John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee, 
by” a written signature, “Jon M. Jonkel.” Under the written signa- 
ture my same rubber stamp, “National Advertising Company for de- 
posit, W illiam H. Fedder, P roprietor,” and below that the same bank 
rubber stamp showing that it was received by my bank on November 
o, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was that payment credited to your account 
with John Marshall Butler ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. It was. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subcom- 
mittee the check identified by the witness. 

(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the 
committee as Exhibit No. 13.) 

Mr. McDermorr. Does your deposit slip for the date of November 
3, 1950, show the record of deposit of a check in the amount of $100 
drawn on a bank identified by the symbol 1-23? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, it does. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a check for identification. 

Mr. Frepper. This check is drawn on the Guaranty Trust Company 
of New York, symbol 1-23, “Pay to the order of John M. Butler Cam- 
paign Committee, $100,” and the signature is R. H. Fogler, and on 
the reverse side, “Pay to National Advertising Company by John 
Marshall Butler Campaign Committee by Jon M. Jonkel,” my same 
rubber st: amp, “National Advertising Company, for deposit, William 
H. Fedder, Proprietor,” and it was received by the bank also on No- 
vember 3, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was that check credited to your account with 
John Marshal Butler’s campaign ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. It was. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subcommit- 
tee the check identified by the witness. 

(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the 
committee as Exhibit No. 14.) 

Mr. McDernmorr. Does your deposit slip for the same date, Novem- 
ber 3, 1950, show the record of the deposit of two checks, each in the 
amount of $100, drawn on two separate banks, identified by the num- 
bers 15-52 and 15-55? 
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Mr. Frepper. They are both here. 

Mr. McDermort. I now hand you the photostatic copies of two 
checks for identification. 

Mr. Fepper. These two checks are not as easily identifiable as the 
others because the bank in flipping them over for the recordak photo- 
graph caught one on top of the other and only part of the second 
check shows. ‘The top chee k is drawn on the National Savings & 
Trust Co., Washington, D. C., Check No. 54-46, “Pay to the order 
of Butler Campaign Committee, $100,” and the signature is Bruce 
Baird, attorney. The check underneath, I can’t tell what bank it is 
drawn on, it is check No. A-1973, symbol No. 15-55 for $100, and I 
can’t perfectly read the signature. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you read us the endorsement ? 

Mr. Fepper. The signature has a junior on the end. That is the 
only thing I can make out clearly. It looks like it might be Walter, 
but I am not sure. The endorsement on the backs of these checks, 
endorsement for one of the checks is “Ruth McCormick Miller, pay- 
able to National Advertising Company, John Marshall Butler Cam 
paign Committee, by’—then Jon M. Jonkel, then my rubber-stamp 
endorsement, “National Advertising Company, for deposit, William 
H. Fedder, Proprietor, November 3, 1950,” is the bank rubber stamp. 

The other check is endorsed “Payable to National Advertising 
Company, John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee, by Jon M. 
Jonkel,” my rubber-stamp deposit, endorsement rather, “National 
Advertising Company, for deposit, William H. Fedder, Proprietor.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Were the proceeds of those two checks credited to 
your account with John Marshall Butler ? 

Mr. Fepper. They were. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I will now introduce into the record the checks 
identified by the witness. 

(The checks above referred to will be found in the files of the 
committee as Exhibit No. 15 and 16.) 

Mr. McDermorr. Does your deposit slip for the same date, Novem- 
ber 3, 1950, show the deposit of a check in the amount of $500 drawn 
on a bank identified by the symbol 62-9? 

Mr. Fenner. Yes, sir; it does. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a photo copy of 
identification. 

Mr. Frepper. This check is drawn on the Wilmington Trust Co.. 
symbol No. 62-9, Wilmington, Del., check No. 638, “Pay to the order 
of Ruth McCormick Miller, $500.” The signature, “Marcella M. 
DuPont.” 

On the reverse side it has the first endorsement “Ruth MeCormick 
Miller” in handwriting, then a typewritten endorsement “Payable to 
National Advertisement Company, John Marshall Butler Campaign 
Committee by Jon M. Jonkel,” then my rubber-stamp endorsement 
“National Advertising Company, for deposit, William H. Fedder, 
Proprietor,” then the bank rubber stamp under the re showing that it 
was received for deposit by my bank on November 3, 1950, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now was that payment cre dited to your account 
with John Marshall Butler ? 

Mr. Fenner. It was. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subcom- 
mittee the check identified by the witness. 


a check for 
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(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the 
committee as Exhibit No. 17.) 

Mr. McDermorr. Did your deposit slip for November 6, 1950, show 
the deposit of a check in the amount of $5,000 drawn on a bank 
identified by the symbol 2-3 ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. It does. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a photo copy of a check for 
identification. 

Mr. Frepprer. This eheck, Peru, Ill., drawn on the Continental [h- 
nois National Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago, check No. 3588, symbol 
23. “Pay to the order of John Marshall Butler, $5,000.” It has 
several names on the check. Above the signature is M. Peter Miller, 
Ir.. Bazy Miller, and then hand-written signature, Ruth McCormick 
Miller. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the endorsement on that check ? 

Mr. Frepprer. The endorsement on that check, the typewriting part, 
is hard to read. You can barely make it out. Let’s see now. I can 
read it because I myself am familiar with it. “Pay to the National 
Advertising Company.” It is clear if you study it a while. Then 
the signi iture, the handwritten signature, is “John Marshall Butler.” 
Under that handwritten signature is my same rubber stamp, Na- 
tional Advertising Company, for deposit, William H. Fedder, pro- 
prietor.” Under that the bank’s rubber stamp, November 6, 1950, 
showing that is the date they received it for deposit. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that check credited to your account with 
John Marshall Butler / 

Mr. Frepper. It was. ‘ 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the check to which you referred in your 
testimony earlier today when you said that on Friday, November 3, 
Mrs. VanlI ry ke “called me and told me she h: ad S 5.000 for me 29 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. This is the check, and the reason it 
wasn't deposited until the 6th, although I got it on the 3d, 1 got it 
on the 3d late, the banks were closed Saturday and Sunday, and Mon- 
day was the 6th, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now the total of the checks which you have iden- 
tified, excluding that check, is $2,400. Do you recall from whom and 
when you received the other checks which you have identified as 
exhibits ? 

Mr. Fepper. Let me have that again. 

Mr. McDermorr. The checks which you have identified as exhibits 
here this afternoon, do you know when you received those checks or 
from whom ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. All the cheeks I received except those that I got from 
Miss Kerr I received from Butler headquarters. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Do you know from whom you received the checks 
which you have identified here this afteroon, with the exception of 
the check which you say you got from Mrs. VanDyke, the one you 
have just testified about / 

Mr. Frpper. It is still not clear in my head. I am sorry. 

Mr. McDermorr. In other words, do you know from whom you 
received these checks that you have just identified ? 

Mr. Fepper. Except this one? 

Mr. McDermorr. Except that one. 
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Mr. Frepprer. Excuse me. I didn’t understand the question. I re- 
ceived those checks from Miss Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermort. And are those the checks to which you referred 
In your testimony this morning totaling $2,400 wliich you received 
from Jean Kerr / 

Mr. Frepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And in addition to those checks, you received a 
cash payment; is that correct 4 

Mr. Frepper. Cash payment of $20 which I put in petty cash. 

Senator Hrenprickson. How much? 

Mr. McDermorr. Twenty dollars. I now introduce into the rec 
ord of the subcommittee the check just identified by the witness. 

(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the com- 
mittee as Exhibit No. 18.) 

Mr. McDermorr. i vour deposit slip dated November 3, 1950, 
show the deposit of a chee k in the amount of $1,000 drawn on a bank 
identified by the s symbol 15-94 ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct; it does. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you the photo copy of the check for 
identification. 

Mr. Fepprr. This check, a Washington check, drawn on the Liberty 
National Bank, check No. 4543, symbol 15-94, “Pay to the National 
Advertising Company, $1,000,” signed by O. Brewster, and the 
printed name on the check is Owen Brewster. On the back is only 
one endorsement, my rubber-stamp endorsement, “National Adver- 
tising Company, for deposit, William H. Fedder, Proprietor,” and 
under my endorsement the same bank stamp showing that it was re- 
ceived by my bank for deposit on November 3, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that check credited by you to your account 
with John Marshall Butler / 

Mr. Frepper. This check was credited by me to the John Marshall 
Butler account. 

Mr. McDermorr. From whom did you receive that check, do you 
recall ? 

Mr. Fepper. I recall I received this from Mrs. VanDyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. In your testimony this morning you indicated 
that on Thursday morning about 9:30 a. m., you received a call from 
Miss Kerr and later, about noon, “I received a thousand-dollar check 
from Mrs. VanDyke.” Is that the check to which you referred 4 

Mr. Fepprer. This is the check to which I referred. 

Mr. McDermorr. 1 now introduce into the records of the sub- 
committee the check just identified by the witness. 

(The check above referred to will be found in the files of the com- 
mittee as Exhibit No. 19.) 

Mr. McDerermorr. Now. is it correct, Mr. Fedder, that all of these 
checks which you have identified were credited by you to your ac- 
count with John Marshall Butler? 

Mr. Frpper. That is absolutely correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you indicated that on or about December 
26, 1950, the balance of $1,325.07 owing to you on your invoice ad- 
dressed to John Marshall Butler was made by Mr. Mundy, the cam- 
paign treasurer: is that correct. 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And was there any demand made to you in con- 
nection with that payment? Was anything demanded of you in 
connection with that payment? 

Mr. Fepper. Oh, yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is proper 
for counsel to prompt the witness. 

Senator Monroney. Counsel will please not prompt the witness. 
He can ask counsel for advice if he wishes, but not to be prompted. 

Mr. Fepper. He made a demand on me through my attorney that 
he was prepared to pay us the final payment due on our account upon 
return of the letter of guaranty that I had received from John Mar- 
shall Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the letter of guaranty to which you re- 
ferred in your testimony earlier this morning ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have the original of that letter which you 
received from Mr. Butler, available? 

Mr. Fepper. I have it available with me. Here is the letter. 

Mr. McDernmorr. I now hand you a letter on the letterhead of 
John Marshall Butler, Republican candidate for United States Sen- 
ate, dated November 6, 1950, addressed to Mr. William Fedder. Will 
you identify that for us further, please / 

Mr. Frpper. I identify this letter, the letterhead at the top: 


JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER 
REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE FOR UNITED STATES SENATE 


Campaign Headquarters, Suite 908, Lord Baltimore Hotel, Baltimore 3, Md. 
Telephone Mulberry 0176 
NOVEMBER 2, 1950. 
Mr. WILLIAM FEDDER, 
National Advertising Company, 
7? Fast Balderston Street, Baltimore, Maryland. 

My Dear Mr. Fepper: I can understand your concern about the large amount 
of work that we have hilled through your organization. In many instances the 
quality of the work has been excellent and certainly you are entitled to peace of 
mind about payment for it. 

I cannot understand your assumption that I would avoid any obligation taken 
in my behalf. Work has been carried out on a ¢. 0. d. basis, so I am sure you 
will agree we have endured the penalty for our financial situation. We have 
not been able to use the materials that were really needed because of this 
restriction, which we entered into voluntarily. At no time were you told that 
we would not pay for the materials even if delivery was so late as to preclude 
their use in the campaign. 

At this time I want to give you my personal assurance that I do guarantee 
payment for any of your services that have not been paid for, at the time the 
campaign is completed. This assurance applies to materials that have been 
delivered and to materials that were not shipped in time for use in the campaign. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER. 
JMB:S 

Mr. McDrermorr. How was that letter delivered to you? Did you 
receive it in the mail or did somebody give it to you? 

Mr. Frpper. This letter was delivered to my office while I was 
out, so I can’t say who received it. When I got back to the office, 
I called my attorney and told him I had the letter. He said, “Good, 
send it right over to me for safe keeping.” 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subeom- 
mittee the letter identified by the witness. 
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(The letter above referred to will be found in the files of the 
committee as Exhibit No. 20.) 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you testified earlier this morning about 
a second letter of guaranty that was obtained for you from Senator 
Butler through your attorney. Do you have a copy of that letter ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I have that with me. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a carbon copy of a letter on the 
letterhead of the law offices of Wase & Burkow in Baltimore, dated 
November 4, 1950, addressed to John M. Butler. Will you identify that 
further, please. 

Mr. Freppver. I identify this letter, “Law offices of Wase & Burkow, 
1100 Tower Building, Baltimore 2, Md., telephone Plaza 2708-3709.” 

The members of the firm, “Joseph Wase, Joseph A. Burkow, Erwin 
Cohen, Moses Davis, Marvin Braiterman, November 4, 1950.” 

JoHN M. Burer, Esq., 
Lord Baltimore Hotel, Baltimore 1, Md. 

Dear Str: My client, Mr. William Fedder, trading as National Advertising 
Company, has advised me that a large amount of undelivered and unpaid for 
printed campaign material is still in his plant at this time. I have advised him 
that he may feel free to accommodate you by delivering this material in spite of 
the c, o. d. basis on which the work was done. In so advising him. I am relying 
upon your written guaranty of payment for materials used and servic es incurred 
on your behalf as set out in your letter to my client dated November 2, 1950. 

My client requests me to state that the terms as respects this mi aterial are 
full payment within 7 days from the date hereof. If you or your authorized 
representative will sign an acceptance of the foregoing on the copy which is en- 
closed and also each invoice covering the material to be delivered, delivery will 
be made. 

Very truly yours, 
MARVIN BRAITERMAN. 


“Accepted John M. Butler by” and it was signed by John M. Butler 
il my presence. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subcom- 
mittee the letter identified by the witness. 

(The letter above referred to will be found in the files of the com- 
mittee as Exhibit No. 21.) 

Mr. McDermort. You state that that letter was signed by John M. 
Butler in your presence. Where and when did that occur ?/ 

Mr. Frepper. That occurred, I don’t know the exact time, somewhere 
around noon, maybe 1 o’clock, at the Lord Baltimore Hotel in the 
Butler campaign headquarters office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that on November 2, the date of the letter, 
or the following day ? 

Mr. Frpper. ‘On the same day that I got the letter. I took it from 

Mr. Braiterman’s office to Mr. Butler’s office. 
Mr. McDermorr. At that time did you have any discussion with 
Mr. Butler as to the amount of the campaign’s indebtedness to you / 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. I told him that now that the mails were all 
completed and that I knew how many of the pieces we completed, 
that we didn’t use all of the tabloids nor did Mrs. Meyers complete 
all of the 85,000 letters and booklets that we sent to her, and also that 
in the distribution we could not get rid of as many as they had printed, 
so therefore instead of his balance being in the neighborhood of 
around $4,000, it would be approximately maybe half of that, and he 
was very pleased that the amount owing would be less than what 
he thought. 
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McDermorr. That was a personal conversation you had with 
Mr. Butler at campaign headquarters at the Lord Baltimore Hotel 4 

Mr. Fepprr. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when you referred to material having been 
delivered, you were referring to From the Record, the tabloid at that 
time? 

Mr. Fepper. Give that to me again, please. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you referring at that time to the conversa- 
tion about From the Record, of which you had testified this morning ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. They are the only two Jobs we had 
mailing for, the distribution of From the Record, and the letters that 
Mrs. ! Mevers worked on. 

McDermorr. Had all of the distribution of the tabloid, From 

e Record, been completed at that time ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. It had not been completed yet, but I knew at that 


ime that there would only be 150,000 in Baltimore. 


Mr. McDermort. Did Mr. Butler give you any further instructions 
at that time with reference to the distribution of that material ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No: we didn’t go into it. 

Mir. McDermorr. But vou did discuss it with him ¢ 

rm Fepper. That is right. 
. McDrermorr. Now, you indicate that on the night, or rather on 
the early morning of Nove unber 6. when you were being driven around 
renee c ity of Baltimore, according to your testi nony, by Don Surine and 
some others, that a demand was made that you return to them a $500 
eheck that had been given to you earlier: is th: it correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I understand that on that same occasion 
Mr. Surine wrote out a statement and vou signed both pages; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. M. Dermorr. I now hand you a photo copy of a handwritten 
instrument in two pages which is identified at the top by the words 
‘At Baltimore, Md., November 6, 1950." Can you identify that as 
the copy of an original instrument with which you are familiar ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; I can identify this. Do you want me to read it? 

Mr. McDernmorr. Yes. How do you ide ntify it, first of all? 

Mr. Frpper. I identify it because I remember it, and I recognize 
the signature, and I even took a further precaution, or at least in 
my mind at that time I thought it was a precaution, so that I wouldn't 
at some time find my signature on some kind of a false record. 

On the first page I signed it one way, on the second page I signed 
it another way, that I might be able to recognize my signature if 
I find it some place where it shouldn't be. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any handwritten corrections in that 
statement ¢ 

Mr. Frpprer. That is correct. I made several handwritten correc- 
tions in my own handwriting on this statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recognize your handwriting ? 

Mr. Frpper. I recognize my handwriting. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are satisfied that that is a photo copy of the 
original statement ? 

Mr. Fepprr. I am. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, will you read that for us, please? 
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Mr. Frepper (reading) : 


At Baltimore, Md., November the 6th, 1950. 

I, William H. Fedder, make this statement to Donald A. Surine of my own 
free will and accord. No threats or promises have been made to me to make 
this statement. I make this statement to tell the truth and straighten out 
this matter. 

I live at 4214 Norfolk Avenue, Baltimore Mary and I have pril ted several 
different lots of circulars and et cetera for the Republican headquarters in 
Baltimore, Maryland, dealing with a Mr. Jonklin 


he’s got it Jonklin 


and Mrs. Van Dyke lL have so contracted on a bid basis to distribute and 
mail 

, : : ; 

Now, in here | want to ask a question, Do Vo vant me to rend my 


. f ] 
orrections 1h or read It Orst without the correct 


Mr. Mi Ly RMOTT. Read it with the Corre {101 Ss. as { ppeal 
Mr. Fepper (reading): 


I have also contracted on a bid basis to distribute and mail as much of 500,000 
tabloids and as many Butler pamphlets as possible Ll also conti d to meter 
me letters originally estimated to me at S5,000 ers, and | “ava ] 
money for the metering, but there was only a little over 70.000.) On the Butler 
pamphlet I was given checks and $20 cash, amounting to $2,420, to be used for 
listributing this Butler pamphlet and for postage All together, I have been 


paid by the Republican headquarters in the Baltimore Hotel somewhere between 
fifteen and sixteen thousand dollars. 

And then under that a notation with my initials “William F.” 
including $2,420 above. 


‘ 


But on some of these jobs and items I received more than the job cost and I 
am going to make a credit or refund. 

That is the finish of the first page, and in the left margin on the first 
page [ signed it “William H. Fedder, November 6, 1950,” and this was 
signed and written while we were sitting at a table in a restaurant. 
Page oe do you want me to clear the thought up and read a couple 
words from the first page ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Go ahead. 

Mr. Frepper (reading) : 
and I am going to make a credit or refund back to the Republican Committee 
for the amount which I feel I should refund to them. I will give the Re 
publican Committee a detailed statement plus what credit is due back to them 
ifter I have carefully figured the amount of refund to them. At the present time 
the record shows the Republican Committee owes me approximately $4,000, but I 
will subtract from this the refund due them on other items. On the project I 
dealt with on the Butler post cards I am hereby returning the $500 check which I 
was furnished by Mr. Surine today and 39,000 stamps which I received, inasmuch 
as I am unable to get addressed and mailed the amount of cards I said I hoped 
to and would try to complete. With this action I consider the post-card ar- 
rangement which I made with Miss Jean Kerr and Mr. Ray Kiermas and Don 
Surine settled and a closed item. I have read and signed each page and the 
facts are true. Signed, William W. Fedder, November 6, 1950 
and on the left-hand lower corner it says “Witnessed: Donald A. Sur- 
ine, Ewell G. Moore, Jr., George J. Niles.” 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subcom- 
mittee the exhibit identified by the witness. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee as Exhibit No. 22.) 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe the statement appears in the exhibit 
which you have just read to us, that according to the terms of that 
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statement no further sums were owing to you on the post-card job; is 
that. correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you subsequently receive any further 
money in payment for the services which you did in that connection ? 

Mr. Frpper. Yes; I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when was that? 

Mr. Fepper. I signed this paper, the second page, at about, at ap- 
proximately 6 0’e lock Mond: ay morning. I don’t have to go into the 
whole story. I got a call. Late that night, at about 11 or 11:30 or 
about 11:45 I think it was, with my attorney, in his company I met 
Mr. Moore at Thompson’s Restaurant on Baltimore Street, across the 
street from the Lord Baltimore Hotel, which was the campaign head- 
quarters for the Butler campaign, and there in the presence of two men 
Moore was with, and my attorney, he gave me a check for $115 signed 
by Rex Lee. 

’Mr. McDermorr. Is that the same Mr. Moore who accompanied you 
on the ride the preceding night Q 

Mr. Frepprer. He was the same Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Me Des morr. Is that the same Mr. Moore who signed the state- 
ment from which you just read, as a witness ? 

Mr. Fepprer. That was the same Mr. Moore. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. So the fact is you were paid $115 after that 
statement was signed ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, did you have any contact with anyone rep- 
resenting the Young Democrats for Butler in connection with the 
nas ag ion of the tabloid From The Record ? 

. Fepper. Never had any contact with anyone, never saw any- 
one, never knew of any organization by that name. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand you to say that all of the in- 
structions you received with reference to the distribution of the 
tabloid were received from either Mr, Jonkel or Mrs. Van Dyke? 

Mr. Frepprr. They weren't received from either. I received my 
instructions from Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. From Mrs. Van Dyke. What was the first occa- 
sion you had to confer with Mr. Butler personally with reference to 
me hag: k you were doing in connection with his ¢ mmpeign? 

. Fepper. Up until the night of Wednesday before election I 
hed never met Mr. Butler nor had I ever seen Mr. Butler or ever 
talked to Mr. Butler. In answer to a message that I left at his home 
around 11 o'clock, he called me back around 2:30 in the morning. 
That is the first time I ever spoke with Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the telephone conversation that you 
had with him that night, and then did you see him the following 
morning in person ? 

Mr. Frpper. I saw him the following morning, that is correct, at the 
Lord Baltimore Hotel headquarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what was the substance of your conversa- 
tion with him at that time? 

Mr. Frepper. At that time we shook hands. T said “hello” to him, 
told him T was glad to meet him for the first time, and told him I 
was sorry that I had to worry him about it, it was so late, but I was 
really worried about the campaign, it could go detrimental to him 
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being held up, and he said, “Don’t worry about it at all, Fedder. I'm 
glad | you called me. That’s O. K.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any discussion with him on that 
occasion about the distribution of the tabloid From the Record ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you received your instructions with ref- 
erence to the distribution of the tabloid at that time ? 

Mr. Fepper. I had already had my instructions from Mrs. Van 
Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you have testified this afternoon to a con- 
versation you had with Mr. Butler at the time he signed the second 
letter of guaranty. Did you have any other personal conversation 
with Mr. Butler in connection with your participation in his cam- 
paign ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Other than I had already spoken about ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Other than the incidents about which you have 
already testified. 

Mr. Fepper. I can’t remember any other conversations. 

Senator HENNINGs. Mr. McDermott, may we see thos exhibits, 
please ¢ 

Mr. McDermort. Surely. 

In vour dealings with Mr. Surine, did he identify himself to you? 
Who did he say he was? 

Mr. Fepper. Up until when I first—let me see. Let me start this 
over ag rain. 

I met Mr. Surine for the first time when he came to my office, bring 
ing some pamp yhlets, some of those little blue circular s showing the 
life story of Mr. John Marshall Butler. At that time I had no idea 
who he was. I thought he was just working for the Washington 
printer. That was only an assumption. 

| had no knowledge of any kind as to who he Was, and after that 

had been to my place several times and | had seen him once or 
twice at the campaign headquarters, but l didn't know who he was 
or his identity or what his connection was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Moore or Mr. Niles identify to you their 


participation in the Butler campaign ¢ 


Mr. FEDDE r. No. They never identified themselves. I don’t know 
who they worked for or how they were tied into Se cams po 
Mr. McDrromorr. You testified this morning that im connection 


with your efforts to collect the $1,325 balance that was owlng to you 
from the Butler campaign, that vou had a conversation with Mr. 
Cornelius P. Mundy in his office? 

Mr. Fepper. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Accompanied by your lawyer, Mr. Braiterman, 
and Mr. Berkow and another gentleman. 

Mr. Fepper. Another gentleman named Mr. Meseke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Mundy on the occasion of that visit refer 
tothe statement that vou had signe .d for Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Fepper. Oh. ves. After he had read the statement I sloned, 
then he read us the statement that he said he got from Don Surine. 
He read us a memorandum right after he read the statement I signed, 
and he said it was signed by Don Surine. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Is the statement that he read to vou the same 
statement that you have just read to this committee ? 
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Mr. Freppver. No, sir: that is another statement that accompanied 
the one I just read. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Mundy read two statements to yout 

Mr. Fepprer. That is right, he read two statements to us, 

Mr. McDermorr. The statement that you have just read to the com- 
mittee and another one? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. The statement that I just read and the 
statement that I had referred to as a memorandum. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. A copy of this statement that Mr. Surine wrote, 
accors line to your testimony —e 

Mr. Fepper. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was in Mr. Mundy’s possession and he read it 
to vou: is that correct @ 

Mr. I EDDER. That Is correct, 

Mr. McDermorr. That was some time prior to December 26, when 
you were paid ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That was on December 1. 

Mr. McDermorr. December 1 

Mr. Fepprr. At about 3:50 p. m. on a Friday afternoon, at his 
oflice. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with your activities in the Butler 
campaign, did you ever meet Edward B. Freeman ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. No: never met him, never heard the name. 

Mr. McDerermort. — vou ever meet John B. Pernell ? 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir: never did. 

Mr. McDerrmorvr. To whom did you deliver the post-office receipts 
covering t he mailing of the tabloid From the Record about which you 
testified this mornin 1g ¢ 

Mr. Pepper. I delivered them to the John Marshall Butler campaign 
headquarters. I showed them to Mr. Butler, and he said “Give them 
to Mr. \ 2 ~coomumsdl who was sitting to the left at a typwriter desk. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Butler on 
that oceasion / 

Mr. Frepper. Only that the completion of the job shows that he 
would not owe us as much money as we thought, and he was very 
happy about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you discuss the extent of the distribution of 
the tabloid with him? What were you talking about at that time? 

Mr. Frepper. At that time I was talking about the second letter which 
he signed, upon which letter I delivered the other goods, and told 
him that the mailing of the tabloids and the letters that Mrs. J. Ross 
Meyers had worked on were all finished and in the mail, and I had 
my official post-office receipts, and here they are. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then you discussed the distribution of From the 
Record with him on that occasion also ? 

Mr. Becker. What was his answer ? 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Will you s tate the answer so the reporter can get 
it for the ee 

Mr. Frepprr. I don’t remember his exact answer, but he was very 
pleased that he wasn’t going to have to pay me as much money as he 
thought, that the balance was smaller than we had originally thought 
it would | be, 
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Mr. McDermorr. My question, I believe, Mr. Fedder, to which you 
nodded rather than answered, was that you did on that occasion discuss 
the distribution of the tabloid From the Record with Mr. Butler; 
is that correct / 

Mr. Freppver. So far as I remember, I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. | believe that is all the questions I have, gentle- 
men. 

Senator Monroney. Assistant counsel. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Fedder,. | understand you voted for Senator Butler. 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Who did your wife vote for ? 

Mr. Frepper. My wife voted for Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Becker. Just a 50-50 proposition ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. I am a Democrat. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, Mr. Fedder, when do you say you met 
Senator Tydings for the first time ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. ‘Thursday, November—lI believe that was November 
the 4th. 

Mr. Becker. I say Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Frepper. Oh, Senator Tydings. Excuse me. I met Senator 
Tydings for the first time, it was on a Tuesday. Can I refer to my 
record? I can tell you now, wait a minute. Sunday was the 19th. 
December 21, 1950. 

Mr. Becker. The first time you ever saw Senator Tydings was 
December 21: is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And where did you see Senator Tydings ¢ 

Mr. Frepver. In his office in the Senate Office Building. 

Mr. Becker. In Washington ? 

Mr. Frepper. Right in Washington, in this building, but I don’t re- 
member the room number. 

Mr. Becker. And that was the first time you ever saw him ? 

Mr. Fepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bre KER, Did you ever speak to him by telephone or any other 
means prior to that oceasion ? 

Mr. Frepper. Never. 

Mr. BECKI R. And now when you met Senator Tydings the first time 
in his office in the Senate Office Building, what time of the day was it? 

Mr. I epp1 R. It was in the afternoon, because the funeral wasn’t 
over until about 12:30. Then we went to lunch. I would say it was 
around 2 o'clock. 

Mr. Becker. Who was present in the office of Senator Tydings 
when you were there? 

Mr. Frpprer. Present in Senator Tydings’ office when I was there 
were my nephew, Herbert Fedder. 

Mr. Becker. Who is he. Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. He is my nephew. He had been to the funeral with 
me. It was a cousin who died. 

Mr. Brecker. And who else was there ? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Louis H. Fried. 

Mr. Becker. Who is Mr. Louis Fried ? 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Louis Fried is a neighbor of mine. He is now on 
the Senate investigating committee. 
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Mr. Becker. You say he is now in the investigating committee. 
How about the time when you met him in Senator Tydings’ office, was 
he on the investigating committee then ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Becker. Well now, you know whether he was or not, Mr. 
Fedder. 

Mr. Frepper. I didn’t see him get the appointment. I can’t say what 
day he was appointed on. 

Mn Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, how long have you known Mr. Fried 
prior to December 21? 

Mr. Fepper. I have known Mr. Fried slightly for about 3 years. 

Mr. Becxer. Where is his place of business / 

Mr. Frpper. Next door to mine. 

Mr. Becker. What is the nature of his business / 

Mr. By pper. He owns a parking garage. 

Mr. Becker. Do you park your car there / 

Mr. Frepper. I have for the last 3 or 4 months. 

Mr. Becker. Three or4 months? Speakup. Don’t nod your head. 

Mr. Fepper. Three or four months. 

Mr. Becker. Prior to the last 3 or 4 months, where did you park 
your car? 

Mr, Fepper. I had an older car then. I used to just park it in the 
alley or a little parking lot around the corner that was cheaper. 

Mr. Becker. How long did Mr. Fried have this garage next door 
to your place of business # 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t know. I don’t know when he bought it or when 
he got possession of it. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, I spoke to you last Friday night. 
Do you remember telling me you had known Mr. Fried for the Tast 
o year s¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I told you just now I’ve known him for about three 
slightly. 

Mr. Becexer. Just slightly. Yet Mr. Fried was over in Senator 
Tydings’ office on December 21; is that correct? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Now at that time how did he happen to come to Sena- 
tor Tydings’ office ? 

Mr. Fepper. I will tell you the story. I can’t answer by “Yes” or 
“No.” = . . 

Mr. Becker. Do that, please. 

Mr. Frepper. During the Butler campaign when a lot of pressure 
was put on me to try to get the work, to try to stick me with the work, 
to try to borrow the plates—— 

Mr. Becker. I move to strike out all these irrelevant statements 
which are more or less motivated by some thinking of his own mind, 
I would rather he be direct in his answers. 

Senator Monroney. The witness will be as direct as possible 
his answers. It is a little hard to answer that question, I believe, 
without his giving the circumstances. 

Mr. Becker. That is per ne tly all right. 

Mr. Frepper. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, I want to make sure I 
understand the question 

Senator Monronery. Will the shorthand reporter read the question ? 

(The question was read by the reporter. ) 








Crease haat g: ae 


ERB. SS LE GA RE 


ahs BARRE RACER RE 


a8 


Sty 


Ste lactis awit 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 Vai 


Mr. Fepper. If you are going to let me tell the story, I will tell you 
how he got involved in it and why he came. If you just want “Yes” or 
“No,” I will say he came in the ear. 

Mr. Becker. We just want to get all the facts, Mr. Fedder, so you 
go right ahead and proceed, please. 

Mr. Frepper. During the campaign when I was having collection 
problems, pressure was put on me to try to get the work without 
money or without a note. They tried to get the plates back, and I 
felt as though they were so desperate to get the campaign literature 
from me that they might, that someone might even try to enter my 
place at night while we were closed and try to take some of the mate 
rial out. That is what went on in my mind. 

Senator HenpricKson. Whom do you mean by “they”? 

Mr. Fepper. Anyone from the headquarters, the campaign—— 

Senator Henprickson. From the Butler headquarters / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. That is the way I felt. 

Mr. Becker. You thought someone in Butler’s headquarters would 
break into your he: adqui irters, that was working in your mind, someone 
from the Butler campaign headquarters would break into your place 
and take some of this literature, is that what you were thinking of 

Mr. Feppver. They might. ‘They were very despe rate for the goods. 
In one conversation with Mr. Jonkel he said he would like to see me 
get stuck with all that damn stuff all the way up to the ceiling. 

Mr. Becker. When was that? 

Mr. Fepprr. That was in a telephone conversation that my attorney 
had with Mr. Jonkel, and I was on the extension. 

Mr. Becker. When did you first bring an attorney into this case to 
collect your bill? 

Mr. Frepper. On Wednesday, November 

Mr. Becker. That is a week before the Si ion? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. That same day was the day that the 
conversation took place that I am referring to. 

Mr. Becker. I see, with Mr. Fried ? 

Mr. Fepper. No, no; with Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. Becker. Now we want to get back to Mr. Fried, Mr. Fedder, 
please. 

Mr. F Epp! R. All right. Now I had the police on the beat alerted 
just to “s ‘ep an eye on my place for safety’s sake. 

Mr. Becker. What did you alert the ‘police for, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. I just told you, sir. 

Mr. _ Ker. You alerted the police because you thought someone 
might break into your headquarters to take some of this campaign 
literature ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. I asked them to keep an eye on my 
place. Now let me just try to recollect now. 

Mr. Becker. Just keep on with Fried, please. 

Mr. Fepper. All I am trying to get fixed in my mind is a couple of 
dates. Some time in January, I can’t fix a date on it—— 

Mr. Becker. What would January have to do, Mr. Fedder, with—— 

Mr. Fepper. Wait a minute. It was some time in November after 
this experience I had on that all-night ride. I received a call from 
the police department. 

Mr. Becker. Let’s fix the date. We can fix that date, can’t we. Mr. 
Fedder ? 
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Mr. Frpper. No; I can’t fix the date, sir. I don’t remember that 
date. 

Mr. Becker. You don’t remember that date. You do not remem- 
ber whether it was November 4 or 5? 

Mr. Frpprer. No. 

Mr. Becker. You are sure you don’t? 

Mr. Fepper. I am sure I don’t. It couldn’t have been on the 4th 
because it was after I had been taken on a ride, and that was on the 6th. 

Mr. Becker. Can we get together and see what date it would be, 
4th, 5th, or 6th? 

Mr. Fepprer. I don’t know the date. It was some time after that 
experience. I can’t remember the date. I have nothing to pin it to 
to try and tie it in. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask how long after- 
ward it was—a day or 2 days? 

Mr. Frepprr. No, I would say maybe it was a period of around a 
week. I can’t put the date on it. 

Mr. Becker. Just about a week ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Yes. 

Mr. Brecker. I see. Go ahead. 

Mr. Frepper. I received a call from the police at 2:50 in the morn- 
ing saying that my back door was open and that I better come down. 
They said it was a police car and that I had better come down and lock 
the door. I got dressed and went down. I was still a little upset. I 
thought—— 

Mr. Becker. What were you upset about, Mr. Fedder 

Mr. Fepper. Let me finish. I got in my car and went down. I rode 
past my place but there was no police car there. I thought it might 
be a trap or something. I drove on. I didn’t stop the car. I drove 
around the block maybe a half a dozen times. I didn’t see any police 
car, didn’t see any policeman, and I didn’t stop. I was afraid to stop. 

Mr. Becker. Was this after election ? 

Mr. Frepprr. This was after election; yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. After election ? 

fr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. The campaign literature would not be any good after 
election date, would it, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. You did not have any in your place, did you? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becxer. What purpose would anyone have from the Butler 
campaign headquarters to go in your place? 

Mr. Fepprr. I don’t know. I am not blaming the Butler head- 
quarters for any of this. Iam just telling you a story. I am telling 
it right. 

Now, not seeing a policeman or a police car, I thought it might be a 
trap of some kind, I didn’t know, so I went further up around Balti- 
more Street. That is a further beat. That is in the next beat to 
where my office is, and I met a policeman there and I told him that I 
had a call from the police who said he was in a solic e car and he is not 
in front of my place and I am seared to go back, would he come with 
me, and this policeman got in my c ar and I went back to my car and 
we circled around, and then after circling around another policeman 
walked out from behind my building and he said that reason he didn’t 
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$ come out at first was because he was so used to my red Chevvy he didn’t 

know I had a new green Pontiac and he didn’t recognize the car. 

Mr. Becker. You got a brand-new Pontiac 

Mr. Fepper. ‘That is right, I bought it in ie 

Mr. Breco«xer. After this $18,000 from the Republican campaign 
headquarters / 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir. I will answer that ri 
tinue with the story. 

In October L was in New York to attend the Direct Mail Advertis- 
ing Convention, and I had a broken windshield, this little window 
that opens, tilts on the side. It was broken, and my car needed 
Simonizing so I told my wife while I am in New York attending the 
convention, would she please 

Senator Monroney. The hearings will be probably rather long, and 
| wish you would « ee yourself to the testimony concerning what 
happened. Ido not believe whether you bought the new green Pon- 
tiac in October is material to this hearing. 

Senator Hrennines. Mr. Chairman, what line of inquiry are we 
pursuing now’ What is the question ‘ 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I am trying to get some information 
about Fried, and he has taken now over 5 minutes to give me some 
information about Mr. Fried. 

Senator Hennines. What is the question, please ? 

Mr. Frepprer. He wants to know how Fried came into the picture, 
and I am trying to tell him, but it is a story. He didn’t just pop out 
of the ceiling and fall on my head. 

; Senator Monroney. As 1 understand the witness’ testimony so far, 
he was fearful of some threat or implied threat which he in his own 
mind, at least, had. 

Mr. Pepper. Not threat. Just might beatrap. I didn’t know. 

Senator Monronry. Whether it was imaginary or real we don't 
know, but he was trying to lead up to somethi ne. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

senator eee 3 hope | he can kee p it materi: al. 

Mr. Frpprer. I will finish very quickly: yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Answer the question the attorney asked you, if 
vou will. 

Mr. F'epprr. Now I got to the point now where I broue!l 
police man from Baltimore Street, which is not on my beat, down to 
ny place. Then the second officer came from behind my car a d 
howed himself and T knew him, he was one of the regular men on the 
beat, and he said, “What are you riding around for/” TI said, “I don’t 
know. I am just jittery about somethin i.” and I didn't tell him 
invthing. 

Then we went up into my place, _ locked the door, thanked the 
men for calling me, and I went non but Mr. Fried’s garage is open 
Wl night, it is an all-night garage, and this officer said something 
to Mr. Fried. He said, “What the devil j s Fedder so jumpy about ? 
He was afraid to come near the place,” shal after that Mr. Fried 
asked me. 

He says, “The policeman on the beat tells me you were jumpy, 
afraid to come near the place. What hap pened ¢ What is the mat 
ter?” Then I told him about this experience on eecaaibies 6, and 
being a next-door neighbor and a friend, he showed some interest in it. 


oht now before I con- 


j 
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Mr. Fried said, “Gee whiz, that’s terrible.” He said, “I have got some 
good friends in the Republican Party. Don’t make a stink about it.” 
He said, “I would like you to talk to someone I know,” so shortly 
after that Mr. Fried brought up to my office and introduced me to 


a gentleman—he was a gentleman—Mr. Ray Dempsey, who is in the 
insurance business and is now the executive assistant to Governor 
MeKeldin. 

Senator Monroney. What was the name? 

Mr. Frpprr. Ray Dempsey. 

Mr. Becker. | already found out now how Mr. Fried got into the 
case. Now may I inquire, Mr. Chairman, if I may proceed with my 
inquiry / 

Senator Monroney. I believe that would be in order now. 


Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, who else was present in the office of Sen- 
ator Tydings besides your nep yhew and Mr. Fried ¢ 

Mr. Pepper. A man by the name of, I think it is, Charles S. Frieden- 
hero, but we eall him Sol 2 riedenbere. 

Mr. Becker. Who was Mr. Friedenberg / 

ir. Fepper. Mr. Friedenberg is a friend of Mr. Fried’s who also 
parks his car in Mr. Fried’s garage. 

Senator Monronery. Just a moment. A member of the committee 
would like to ask a question. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I would like again to ask about that 
onversation that Mr. Fedder had with Mr. Fried and the policeman. 
Did you say that was about a week after the election / 

Mr. Fepprer. About a week after. 

Senator Smiru. I think you said, “The ride I talked about took 
place on November “ and until December 19, with the exception of 
Mr. Mundy, I didn’t breathe a word about it, not even to my wife.” 
Now didn’t you just say that you talked with Mr. Fried ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. That is a point I overlooked. When 
| said I didn’t breathe a word about it, I meant I wasn’t trying to 
seek al \ publicity out of it, but when Mr. Fried asked me—you are 
orrect. 

Senator Smiru. Then this is correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right, that is something I forgot to say. 

Senator Henprickson. This studied statement is not correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. Everything in the studied statement is correct except 
at one point I said with cig or of Mr. Mundy I hadn’t spoken 
to anvone until December 19, but there should be two exceptions, Mr. 
Mundy and also Mr. Fried. 

Senator Smrru. Are you sure there are not more exceptions ? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t remember it. Of course, Mr. Fried told Mr. 
Friedenberg about it, but I didn’t talk to Mr. Friedenberg direct, and 
ilso I have another error there. Not in what I said but an error of 
omission. When Mr. Ray Dempsey came to see me 





Senator Henprickson. You realize you are making this statement 
under oath, do you not? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir; I realize I am making it under oath and I 
have no desire to do anything wrong. 

Senator Henprickson. All right, just so you realize it. 

Senator Smirnu. I just wanted to be sure I did not misunderstand 
that name you were trying to tell us about. 





a hao 
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Mr. Feppver. That is right. If I were trying to hide anything, I 
wouldn’t mention Mr. Dempsey’s name. I told Mr. Dempsey the stor) 
also. 

Senator Henpric KSON. Did you tell the policeman the story / 

Mr. Fepprr. No, si 

Senator Henprickson. You did not tell the policeman th tory ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. Not then. 

Senator Henprickson. You are quite sure you have overlooked 
nobody now 4 

Mr. Frpper. I don’t think so, to the best of my knowledge. I 
didn’t tell any police or any Government officials about it until after 
the 19th. 

Mr. Becki R. W! hois Mr I riedenbe re and how long have you 
him. Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I never knew Mr. Friedenberg before until Mr. Fried 
introduced me to Mr. Friedenberg, and Mr. Friedenberg asked me 
would I give the story to Mr. ‘Tydin ws. This was early and I refuse 
because 1 was not looki io for any publi icity. 

Mr. B ECKER.,. Now Mr. Ie riedenbe re asked you to tel] vour story to 
senator Tydings, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Now when did Mr. Friedenberg ask you to make that 
Statement ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. This was sometime in November, I guess. 

Mr. Becker. And is that how you hap pened to get to Senator 


‘Tydings’ office, through the means of Mr. Ie ried and Mr. Kriedenbs rer é 

Mr. Frpp1 R. Mr. I riedenberge had made the appointment With 
Senator Tydings, but I did not make up my mind to talk to anyo 
until | heard Drew Pearson's broadeast ot Decembet © 19. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, Mr. F riedenberg made the pisenuihibieen with 
Senator Tydings for you to meet him, is that correct / 

Mr. Fepp r. That is correct. 

Mr. Bre KER. And then when you went to Washin PLOn you fo i! d 
in the office of Senator Tydings, Mr. Fried and Mr. Friedenberg, 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; they were there. 

Mr. Br KER. Now who e Ise Wiis thet ein acl lition to the hames you 
have jus st me ntioned, to the best of your recollection / 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. McDermott and Mr. Aultman. 

Mr. Becker. And Mr. MeDermott and Mr. Aultman were then at 
that time representatives of the subcommittee, is that correct / 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And that was the first time you saw Senator 
Tydings, and that was in the presence of these two representatives of 
the committee, is that correct / 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And you never went to Senator Tydings before, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Fepprer. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And that is just as true a statement as anything else 
vou told this Senate committee, is that correct 


Mr. Frepper. Yes, sit 
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Mr. Becker. Now, I am going to read to you a statement made by 
Senator Tydings, reading from page 34 of the testimony. Referring 
to the fact that he talked to Mr. Fedder about this whole matter: 





When he came 
refer he to Fedde - 


to my office after election, the first time I ever saw him in my life, and when 
I have’ heard his story, I requested him to tell it to your investigators who, I 
ieve, have it in full. 


os made that sworn state- 


= 


Now when Mr. Tydings or Senator Tydin 
ment, was he wrong ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. To the best of my recollection I am right. 

Mr. Beekrr. And Senator Tydings is wrong, is that correct ? 

Mir. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a statement 
that will clarify the line of questioning. That is that Mr. Aultman, 


an investigator on the staff of the subcommittee, was in Baltimore 

encing th nvestigation prior to December 19, and that his 

etfor » ident a the contractor who handled the distribution of the 
oid From the Reeord was unsuccessful. 

We understood on the occasion of that investigation that it was 


Lilt (| Mor. I tale re Subse i ientlhy, as | rer all, Cul ly afternoon 

on the date that is in my memorandum that is in Mr. Becker’s hands 

Ow here, received a call from the chairman of the subcommittee 

| if ye reader Was Goins’ to be i senator Tydings’ olhi e, Mr. 

\ultman and I went there and met him there on that occasion. It 

s the same Incident to which Mr. ledder has been testifying and to 
Senator Tydings referred in his statement. 

Mir. BECKER. May it please the Chairman, I even have another state 

l want t » refer to in examining this Withess, It is not so much 

e questiol of the ‘redibility ot anyone in part ular except the 


1 
1 
present witness. There is another statement that was made by the 


Senato his sworn testimony—lI read from page 44 of the testimony 
Wwhel ie Sp ke to Fedder and then told him to speak to the mives 
Now, Mr. F ie] is said that the first time h er spoke to the 


= 1¢ \\ it the time when evervbody Was pre elit \lr. ried, 
Mi ri ere, ana others, so lL want to brine that fact out. Mr. 


‘> tol Mi NRONEY, Is there any ditferenc is to date? 
\I Becker. As a matter of fact, even in the original statement 
[ will show vou in a moment, Mr. Chairman, taken December 
f lication as to where it was take mad might as 
i\ iT Friday was the first time I saw Mi Fedde 
' terview had his lawyer presen I asked him 
. ting is | ma { oncented it thal Ve fuse | to even 
lf satte ‘Onve mn owith Mr. Braiterman, his own attorney. 
tha e pel tted him to bring out the fact that it was Over in Sen 
| Vil c ottice md Who was present. Tle told mie it was hone 
f my business, so I feel [have a right to inquire as to who was present 
proceedings and bring out any inconsistencies in this particular 
i { { 


Se) or MONRONEY. The ¢ Mir sees no inconsistency al the moment. 





Pre 
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Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Becker a ques- 
tion? Mr. Becker, is it not a fact that in any judicial proceeding 
under the rules of evidence, that it is improper for counsel to ask a 
witness to pass upon the truth or falsity of a statement of any othe: 
witness by a clirect question ¢ 

Mr. Becker. There is no question about that. 

Senator Hennings. In other words, when you say that Senator 
Tydings was wrong, in interrogating this witness that is not a proper 
question. 
~ Mr. Becker. No, Senator, but I will reframe the question so that 
will be in proper form. 

Senator Hh NNINGS. I know vou do not mean any in propriety, 

Mr. Becker. That is correct, Senator. 


Senator Hennines. But in interrogating this witness it is for the 
mmittee to determine as to the truth or falsity of anv of t} 

Lements, 

Mr. Becker. There is not anv question about that, Senator. 
Senator Hennines. It is not for this witness to determine whethe 
Senator TEvdinegs or anvbod\ \ rong any other state { 
Mir. Becker. That is correct. but we are interested in the credibility 
f this witness—Mr. Fedder—Senator. and that ll I am trving to 

affect his credibility one wavy or the ot er. 

senator Lh NNINGS, Wa nt Vou! | eSTION, “Was senacor i va os 
wrong ¢ 

Mr. Becker. That is what I did a . In other word was he telling 
{ trutl ferring to t] estimony ( IT was going to 1 

l see if he won weaken on that pat r point and change : 

don tha mn othe a. 31 oT 1 t aue ! I 

id ont fact tha Was rig , is Wro 

“ itor MoNRONR) | l ‘ ma } ) 
( r 1 Wrohne 

Mr. Becker. I v that 

sehlint Nii NEY I] l i ! 
View B ER. ‘| { ery oF 
s wv HENNINGs. | proper quest 

{ } I R. | 1 pout Wn propel { 

\ Mir. J ns itor I MI 

( { t { { Ol ( 
orrect 
\i i ER Pot i OV re 
Ny 31 KER. T | rg bryyit \ 
li 
Mr. Frepp I 
\I SeckeR. You talk »Mr. J ( 


\l 3 KER An nen r 1 \i erie | } 
told Senator Tvding th ( ( 

( t Mr. Fried then got o navroll ( 
beommittee/ Do. rm tber that time ? 

Mir. Fepperr i that agan 
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Mr. Becker. I will withdraw that question. Mr. Fedder, do you 
remember the time approximately that Mr. Fried told you that he 
became an investigator on this subcommittee / 

Mr. Frepper. I remember he told me he was an investigator on the 
subecmmittee. 

[r. Becker. Do you know how long after the incident took place 
at Senator Tydings’ office? Was it a few weeks, a month ! 

Mr. Freppver. I don’t remember how long. I can’t remember. 

Mr. Becxer. Well, was it a few weeks ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. I can’t remember. I can’t say, a few weeks or a month, 
I don’t know. 

Mr. Becker. You cannot remember that. You remember in your 
statement this morning when you talked about the ride, you were pretty 
careful in fixing the time at 3:15 in the morning and 12:40 in the 
morning. You remember that, do you not? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. You fixed the time very accurately at that time, did 
vou not! 
~ Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. But you cannot tell us now about the period of time 
that elapsed ¢ 

Mr. krepprer. I don’t remember how long afterward. 

Mr. Becker. Now you made a complete statement, did you not, on 
December 19 in the presence of Mr. Fried and Friedenberg and Sena- 
tor Tydings? Did you tell them everything ?¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t know if I told them everything. I told them 
( verything ] thought of at that time. 

Mr. Becker. Would there be any reason to conceal anything at that 
time’ 

Mir. iy DDER. No reason to conceal anvthing, but each time ] vo over 

e else. Even today while 
reading from my Statement I made several notations that I forgot to 
put m my statement, I made the corrections while sitting right here 
at the table. 

Ir. Becker. And how many times have you gone over your state 
ment since December 19, Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Oh. I have told it onee In Senator Tydings’ office. I 
told it once to the Federal district attorney. 

Mr. Becker. When did you tell that to the United States attorney, 
Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepprer. IT think it was the 22d or 23d of December. I am not 
absolutely certain. 

Mr. Becker. And did you not also tell it to the FBI? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right, the same day. After talking to the Fed 
eral district attorney he suggested that I go to the FBI and made the 
appointment for me. 

Mr. Becker. When you told the story to the district attorney, did he 
do anything about it / 

Mr. Frepprer. So far as I know, I don’t know what he did. I mean, 
I told it to him and then he advised me to go tothe FBI. What he 
did I can't say. 

Mr. Becker. How much was due and owing from the Butler Cam 
paign Committee at the time that you went to see Senator Tydings 


the storv 1 seem to remember somethin 
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‘ . : r 4 } é —_ 1 ? 
and then later to the FBI and then to the United States attorney: 
office? How much was due and owing 

Mr. I EDDER. At that time it was due and owing only a littie ovel 


S1.300, but I didn't vo torm mney. Th ‘y Wi re not ny collection agency. 
[ explained that in my statement this morning. 

Mr. Becker. Did I ask you that question, Mr. Fedder? Mr. Fed- 
der, after you spoke to the FBI and the United States attorney s office 


} 4 . . } = 1] 4 . 
did either one of those two agnecies ado anyvth ov about the matte 


you dis ussed W ith the m ¢ 


Mr. Frpper. So far as I know, I can’t say. I don’t know what they 
quid. Il never heard further from either one of them. 
Mr. Br KER. That ‘ riaht, nl id the only Orie you evel hea d aly 


thing from was this subcominittee: 1s that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, | show you a statement that was an inte 
view on Decembe r 19. statement taken by Mr. Aultma | nd Mr. M 
Dermott at Senator Tvdines’ office Do vou see anv mention on t 
statement where that statement was taken / 

Mr. Fepper. You don’t want me to read the whole thing? Ther 
nothing on the top of it, nothing in the top four lines says whe} 
was taken. 

Mr. Becker. Could vou have | mistaken asto the date? Inst 
of the 2lst maybe it was the 19th that the conference took place 

Mr. i REDDER. The onlv W L\ l could ascertain F 
to look at a calendar. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, at this time IT want to offer in evide 
the statement of Mr. Fedder on December 19. 

The statement ab ve referred to W 1] be {oO ma i the file of t! 
ibcommiuttee as Exhibit No. 23.) 

Mr. I’ epp! R. gk IS calendar does brn or ba | certain recollections 

entlemen, which show a few minor errors in n 
Mr. Becker. These are errors in addition to vour other err 
that correct 4 


Mr. Frpper. Not errors 1 statement of fact. but only 


l ahi erro! 
date. Now I referred to in my statement this mornine that on th 
19th when I first heard Drew Pearson mention Don Surine’s name. |] 
see the 19th was a Tuesday. That must have been the date of the 
funeral. Instead of 19th I should have said the 17th because Dre 
Pearson is only on the radio on Sunday nights, 

Mr. Becker. So the statement that vou made this morning wa just 
incorrect in 2 days, is that correct ? ; 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Now what about the statement—does this refresh your 
recollection? The conference in Senator Tvdings’ oflice took place on 
December 19 and not December 21. . 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. So you were incorrect before ? 

Mr. Frepper. As to the date. 

Mr. Becker. And you are also incorrect about the date that you 
heard Drew Pearson on the radio: is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Now when you prepared that statement for this morn 
ing’s testimony, who was present when you prepared that statement ? 











N6 


norning ¢ 
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Mr. Frpper. When I prepared the statement for testimony this 


‘ 


Mr. Becker. That is right. 
Mr. Frepper. My lawyer, Marvin Braiterman, and | prepared the 


itlement, ind two girls were till in the offi e because we had to type 
clis and make m meograph copies 
} 


Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, 1 show vou another statement that is 
ted eb ir Les IYO. ill rf that was 2h inte view by Mr. Louis Kried 


ONS now al hnvestigator, and the sume | ried we are talking about. 

Mir. Fepper. Cor 

Mr. Becker. Do vou remembet i ery é 

\I I epDDEI \ | elie j Ye is { ery 

Mr. Becker. Now that interview took place between what hours of 
\ a? 

Mir. Fepper. [t te pia DV home l believe it was Lb Saturaay 


Do} ron ock. \V finis ee roowuL tb bb the morning, 


) } | i . 4, 
rhe ER And \ o> oW jor ud Litt ¢ Lerel 2 


Ir, Beekrr. Ag vou and Mr. Fried la v-wow that lasted 
; k at night until 6 o’clock in the morning preparing 

referred to; hat correct ? 

Kepper. We | 0 pow-wow. I don’t know what pow-wow 


Becker. | he won ‘pow-wow.” You ha 


cI 
\ rKIng tt bat nt from 10 o’clock in the morning 
Mr. Fepprr. 1 
\I 3 J c i ) I 1 hiv¢ } olht 


\l i | ( { I itement, Mr. Cha rman, 


iT ' or # 
I i ao 
\ 1 ' 
} | 
i - 
' 
~ LLENNIN( | ning 
| \ ( IN LY I 
} . 
il J ‘ ‘ tne LoOrThnihg 
Vit 


red te lhe fe n the files of the 


\I Mir. ¢ n. this paper, I don’t know right now just 


1) he to show tha as an accurate 


\i NI YEY, Lia } I’ (| the stateme It that : referred 


Mawarwos Ti eo] question, Mr. Chairman. 


ir B was taken from the official files. 


is 
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Senator Monron! xe These ure investigating reports that were made 
by the staff, as I understand it. 

“Mr. Becker. These two statements that I have are official records 
of interviews, one on December 19 and this one on February 17 
Senator Monroney. Not under oath ? 

Mr. Becker. Not under oath; no, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Becker, may I see the exhibit ye 
roduced ¢ 
SsFehHatol Hi NNINGS VV} » pore arec this, Mr. Be lk ré 
Mr. Becker. The first one ¢ 
Senator Henninas. This one 

Discussion otf the record. 

Mr. McDermorr, Is it not a fact that this is a typewritten cop) 


md asked me to prepare Tor vou wl ich is taken directh fro} 


Mr. Becker. I just took these out of your file that vou had ( 
\Lr. MceDermorr. TI it or a Sioned ratement pr \Ir Oey, 


filed memoranda, 1s 1t not 4 
Mir. Becker. Ther no signed statement of Mr. Fedder at al \I 
] iC] evel mned any statements, 
Senator HenprickKson But thi va i stat ent produced | Nir 
ried 


“en ttor HENDRICKSON | } e ( | en) 
mel Ol LLeENNINGS. 1) | ! L tive { it 
( } } ( } ECTrTO ; 
ment \ ! } i hia Nii MeD i 
ttee and othe 
Mir. Beck () os O1 Don’t eC] 
Phe one I »on Ireb 7 N 
‘ | pat l ] { ' | ro > s 
tateme B ( . | 
‘ ey} \ Ol {} S 
| ) l i os dav. } \I i 
{ ) ] | () 
| ti } le j 
i {] { ( il oO 1) 
i 1 what Tam referring t 
Ne )} HENNING | i) I by] very lo { \T ] 
baa ot ¢ LL hnhael i t the \\ ereln t ti 
I O ou reter W 1 you vy contall i] I nio 
lilow was this prepared and what was the basis for this hay 
t made Mad presented to you ¢ 
Mr. Becker. That is what I am trying to find out now, Se 
In ot r words, these Vv l ] ie ( ( Via ed e] Pp e} req 1 
i 


itement. 
Senator Hennineos. This witness does not know. He did not pi 
ire 10. 

Mr. Becker. But he was present. 

Senator Hennines. Was he present when this was written and typed 
| did he examine it / . 
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Mr. Breexer. No, but he volunteered on his own, Senator. to tell 
me, that the February statement, without me even showing him what 
the statement was —_ certain things in it were wrong. 


Mr. Fepper. Ic answer that. 
Senator amabacgie Had the witness ever seen a completed copy of 
his interview with Mr. Fried, who was aha not connected with the 


committee ¢ 


Mr. Pepper. Yes. Since that statement was typed, I saw the state- 
ment and I saw the inaccuracies init. That is why I Say it is not my 


tatement. It is not the same as my prepared statement today nor 
was it done under oath nor did I sign it. 
Mr. Becker. That is what I am trying to le ad up to now, Senator. 
Senator Monroney. This is a summary of a versation you had 


ith Mr. Fried on the 17th of December between 10 p.m. and 6 a. m.? 
- . Fepper. No, sir 
. Becker. February 17, Senator. This is only a week ago Sun- 
aay. 

Senator Monronry. Senator He — ‘kson has two questions. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Fedder, how many statements, exactly 

ow many statements |! have you ni ade now on this subject ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Exactly how m: uy statements I have made? I started 
to answer that before, but I was shut up. I made one statement in 
ented Tydings’ office. I made another statement—— 

Senator Henprickson. Now, wait. That was the one in the pres- 
ence of Mr. Fried, was iH not ? 

Mr. Frepper. Presence of Mr. Fried, Mr. McDermott, Mr. Aultman, 
my nephew. 

Senator Henprickson. Was that statement taken down and written 
out 4 

Mr. Fepper. Someone took the statement down. 

Senator Henprickson. Who helped you prepare that statement ? 

Mr. Frepper. No one helped me prepare. I just told my story in. 
Senator Tydings’ office. 

Senator Henprickson. Was it taken down stenographically ? 

Mr. Fenpver. I think Mr. McDermott took it down in longhand. I 

an’t be sure, but I think it was. 

Senator Henprickson. That is one statement. 

Mr. wien 90 I gave it another time to an attorney in Baltimore. I 
gave it another time to the Federal district attorney. 

Senator tes NpRICKSON. United States attorney in Baltimore? 

Mr. Fepper. This is just a private attorney. 

Senator Henprickson. Was that taken down, that second one? 

Mr. Frepper. No, sir. I gave it to Senator Tydings’ office, then I 
told the story again, but it wasn’t taken down in writing, but I told 
itawaintoa lawyer in Baltimore. J told it again to Mr. Flynn, the 
Federal district attorney in Baltimore. 

Senator Henprickson. Was it taken down that time? 

Mr. Fepper. No: I don’t think so. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. 

Mr. Fepven. I told it again to Mr. Andrews of the Federal Bureau 

* Investigation at the Court Square Buwiding offices in Baltimore. 

Senator Henprickson. Was it taken down in writing then ? 

Mr. Fepper. It was taken down in writing. I told the story again 
to Mr. Bradford Jacobs of the Sun. I told it again to—— 
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Senator HENDEN KSO . Ww: as it taken down hat time? 

Mr. “REDDER. Foe I told it spore Ry unand Mr. Holland 
of the W ashin 2Ton Post and the Wa hington Star. I told it so many 
times it’s easy to remember wrong. It’s easy to get mixed up. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Fedder, how many statements did you 

ike, read, and thereafter sign / 

Mr. Krepper. ‘| he only statement ] made I never siened any state 
nent, but the only statement | have ever nh idle under oat = the 
tatement I made in this rooin to lay to you vent lem n¢ 

Senator Monronery. You have never sig . 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir. I have never signed any statement. 

Senator MONRONEY. Have you seen the statements atter the have 
heen taken down ? . 


Mr. Fepper. No, sir; I did not. 


ned anv statement ¢ 


Senator ee y. Then what you have imparted to others you 
have no way of knowing the accuracy of their transcription or stun- 
mary of your statement 

Mr. Frepper. That is absolutely correct. 

senator Hy NNINGS, W th the except f th s statement wh th vou 


have examined todav and which has been offered and admitted 
exhibit ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Senator Henninas. The statement to Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Fepper. Oh, ves. 

Senator Hennines. That statement you did sign? 


Mr. Fepper. That is right. That statement I signed. I was talk 
ng ibout mv re ee my story of the whole thing 


Senator Tr NpDRICKSON. I have a few more questions. You made 
these statements, rhe which were taken down and you did not read 
Lhnose that were taken down 11 writing. You lid hot read any ot 


them / 


Mr. Fepprer. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you not realize that these statemer 

olit be used in Important official proceedings ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. I didn’t realize it. I didn’t know. 

Senator Henprickson. Why did you think they were being taken 
lown then / 

Mr. Fepper. A man who was under pressure and so scared as T w 

ring that period, centlemen, can’t remember everythi gF or ean’t 
now anything or can't always think straight or think perfectly. 

nator Hi NDRIOKSON. Well, in this statement today that vou make, 
idetail in paragraph after paragraph the precise hours down to the 


minute, you detail precisely the dates that you had in mind without 


It or error. 
Mr. Frpper. I dare say although I never read any of the other state 
ents, if you will get them all together and check them they will be 
percent close, 
senator Hi NDRICKSON, Did you keep memorandums through thi 
! a at all? 
Mr. Fepprer. No, sir 
senator HENDRICKSON. Then | LOW did you ever reme mover, for exam 
e. that the telephone rang ats o'clock on a certain nl 
Mr. Fepper. I said approximately. 

hator Hi NDRICKSON, l do not see the word in here. 


ot 
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Mr. Fevper. Do you mind reading the part you refer to? 

Senator Henprickson (reading) : 

I had been under terrific nervous strain during this past week, and I was 
happy that I was straightened out with Mr. Butler. I had put in a hard day 
getting all of the material properly dispatched, and I was ready to close and go 
home, when the telephone rang at 8 p. m. 

Mr. Frepper. At that time I answered it at the phone there was a 
clock in my office. 

Senator Henprickson. That is one of many samples, and I would 
like to know by what process you were able to keep in vour mind 
through this whole period this hour-by-hour, blow-by-blow story of 
this whole Incident. That is what I would like to know. 

Mr. Fepprr. That answer is simple. If I were manufacturing a 

| 


ory, it would be hard to reme mber. but I am telling Vou the truth as 


happened, and that is why Iam so close to the accuracy every time. 
[am not making up the story. I haven't manufactured anything for 
bheity. Tam telling something that happened to me. 


Senator Henninas. Mr. Chairman, it seems obvious, does it not, 


that this witness is not bound by compilations or summations of state- 


ments which others have made and prepared and which he did not 


‘4 j aY*7) aie SR 
read or slg und ther fie) approve ¢ Will committee counsel clarity 
I s matter in order that we may proceed ¢ 


Mr. McDrernmort. Yes. On the occasion of our first contact with 
Mr. Fedder, it was the interview in Senator Tydings’ office to which 
he has referred. Mr. Aultman, who was then investigator on the staff 
of the subeommittee. and I went to Senator Tvdings’ office where we 
terviewed Mr. Fedde and 11 mde certain note Ss. as 1s our practice, 
based on the information he wave us, and subsequently J dictated a 


| memoranaul Which purported to he the Substance ot his testi 
y, not in his words, not sworn to, and to the best of my knowledge 
ver sl mn te Mr. ] dder 
Subsequently, because at that first interview we did not approach 
story chronologically, because the information was being given 
I the itnes ind Was not i proper chronological sequence, | 
Vestigator to set \Ir. Fed ie} aga, and to try and develop 
facts e remembered them in proper chronological order. 
Subsequent to that the mvestigator dictated another memorandum 
or prepared a writt memorandum which was subsequently typed 


nd those two hle memoranda which are merely, Ih one instance, 


ecollection of what Mr. Fedder said, and the other instance the 


vestigator’s re ‘olleetion of what he aad, have now be Nn introduced 


l 


s exhibits 1 and 2 « hargeable against the witness. 

They have never, to my knowledge, been shown him. They are just 
simply memoranda made up from our penciled notes on an interview 
with this man. lie has never testified under oath until this testimony 
i day. 

Senator Henprickson. One more question, then, in the light of that 
eX] lanation, Mr. Chairmai 

You did read this tatement before you came here today. did vou 
ae , . . 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Go ahead. counsel. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, do you remember volunteering a state- 
ment to this committee a few minutes ago in which you called atten- 





ae ais oe 


4 
Z 
% 
3 
; 
4 
Z 
2 








MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 Q] 


tion to this committee that the statement of F‘ bruary 17 had certain 
errors init? Do you remember volunteering a statement to the com 


mittee without even seeing tf, vou called attention to the CONUNITTTLeE 


that there are cert Wn errors 1n this statement ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mir. Becker. Would you be good enough to tell me the errors in 
the statement of February 17. that represents the interview at 
house from LO o'clock at meht to 6 o'clock in the morning é Y 


1 . | 
tell ine the errors that are in there. 


Mr. Froper. I would have to read it all and study it to tell you a 
1] itely how hial \ errors or f errors or Vv hat errors, | Sal tl 
n't do that unaer testi OnY, [ mean unde oath, hor aia 
d couldn't be responsible for the accuracy of it. 

Mr. Becker. When did you prepare this statement that you read 


this morning to this subcor imittee 4 


Mr. Iepper. Yesterday. 

Mr. Becker. And whet Vol repared t if tatement, hic vou have 
1 COpP\ of the statement of Mr. Fried’s of I Ll tary 17 in your pos 
session at that time ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you had a copy in your possession of 
the official interview made by My. Fried. wh eh | abi now show ne 
you, When you prepared your statement and testified this morning, 
1s that correct ? 

Mr. Frepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you had a copy of the official inter 
view in the files of this committee when you prepared the statement 
with your lawyer, Mr. Braiterman, is that correct 4 

Mr. BrarrermMan. Just one moment- 

Senator Henprickson. I think the witness ought to answer that 


yes or ho, 

Senator Monronery. Counsel is not allowed to te tify. 

Mr. Brarrerman. I make no testimony, Mr. Chairman. TI merel 
feel that my chent is hav nea question put to him which Is Improper r 
insofar as it has been characterized here as an official interview fo 
lowing a discourse trom the bench there. wherein I has been cit 
veloped that there is nothing official about this statement at all. B 


rore my chent answers such a question, I wish to point out that the 
question is improperly framed in that this is not an official state 
ment of any kind, but merely a memorandum. 

Senator Monroney. The chairman does not recognize that point 
You can converse with your client and he can then state his position 
on it if he wishes. He Is entitled to counsel, but he is not entitled to 
have the counsel take part in the proceedings. 

Mr. Brarrerman. Another question, please. 

Senator Henprickson. Can we have the official stenographer read 
the quest ion back. 

The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Fepper. I didn’t have a copy of that at the time I was prepar- 
ing the statement. I had read that copy earlier in the day. 

Mr. Becker. When did you read it and where did you get it? 

Mr. Frevper. I got it from Mr. Fried earlier in the day. 
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Mr. Brecker. So that you had a copy or read a copy of this state- 
ment earlier in the day at least before you prepared this statement 
with your lawyer Mr. Braiterman, is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And Mr. Fried gave you that copy, is that correct? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becxrer. Now I want to call the attention of the Senators of 
the committee at this time to the fact that you will see there are 
many statements in the interview of February 17, 1951, that are iden- 
tical, perhaps almost word by word the statement that he testified to 
this morning. 

Senator Henninc. Does counsel suggest there is any impropriety in 
that ? 

Mr. Becker. What I am suggesting is that an official representa- 
tive of this committee, Mr. Fried, has been working with, one way 
yr the other, this witness in preparation of the statement, sir. 

Senator Henninas. Is not a witness, Mr. Becker, entitled to a copy 
of the statement which is purported to have been made—— 

Mr. Becker. He is entitled to everything, sir, and I am not trying 
to do that except to impeach the credibility of this witness. I am 
just laying the foundation with respect to these many statements 
and intend to show, at least, some inconsistencies in his testimony. 

Senator Monroney. The Chair would like to say that the committee 
will make the evaluation of all these statements, both the informal 
ones and ones that have been taken by investigators and the statements 
under oath which are being presented here today, and I believe that 
it would expedite the proceedings if we have a definite understanding 

ithat. The committee will evaluate the worth of all these statements 
that have come in. 

Mr. Becker. I wonder, Mr. Chairman, if counsel is finished talking 

vith en witness. 

sen * Monroney. Have you completed / 

Mr. Br RAITERMAN. Yes, sir 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, when was the first time that you saw your 
name in either the newspapers or elsewhere after the interview in 

enator Tydings’ office ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. After the interview with Senator Tydings, then the 
following week, not a whole week, the interview at Senator Tydings’ 
office was on a Tuesday: the following Surdes Drew Pearson men- 
tioned it on his program, and the first T saw it in any newspapers, the 
Baltimore News and the Baltimore Sun both ran an Associated Press 
dispatch on January 2. 

Mr. Becker. And as a matter of fact, when T was in your office last 
Friday night, you had the story clippings of the Post and the others 
pas ted onae ardboard. did vou not ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Have you been following this proceeding quite a bit 
in the papers and keeping the clippings that bear your name? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. sir: I sure have. 

Mr. Becker. You have seen your name many times in the papers, 
have you not, Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Frepper. I don't like it, but I have seen it. 
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Mr. Brecxer. Mr. Fedder, in connection with the addressing of 
50,000 post cards, when was the date that you first met someone in 
connection with that transaction ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. It was ona Saturday night about 10:30 in Washington 
at the police entrance to the Senate ¢ ice Building. 

Mr. Becker. That was at 10:30 at night. And what was the basis 
of the arrangement’ You were to have addressed about 50,000 post 

cards in a limited period of time é 

Mr. Frepper. No. 1 was not to have addressed 50,000 post cards. 
They gave me 50,000 post cards and hoped I would get them addressed. 

Mr. Becxer. But what were the arrangements in connection with 
that transaction, Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. ‘The arrangements in that transaction, the first arrange 


ments, the preliminary arrangements are exactly as I said them in the 
statement this morning. They told me to clo as Thal V : | could al d 
that we were to stop and mail them at 8 o'clock at Elk at which 


time Mr. Surine and Mr. Kiermas met me in Baltimore at 8 o'clock 

Mr. Bux KER. And that Was a pel fectly legit mate transaction, Wa 
t noté 

Mr. Fepper. Sure. If it wasn’t. I wouldn't have made it. 

Mir. Becker. Was there anything atv that time to mighten you in 
that transaction ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. You were perfectly willing to undertake that type of a 
contract ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. It wasn’t a contract. I was doing them a favor. 

Mr. BECKER. Well, whether vou were doing them a favor or not, 
you undertook to assume certain responsibilities, is that not right / 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You were going to arrange to get a crew together to 
address certain post ecards: 1s that not correct / 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And vou were going to have them stamped ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. Addressed, message written, and stamped. 

Mr. Becker. However, you were not supposed to do any maili 
that not correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. There 3 no question that was part of the understand- 
ing that you were not to do the mailing? 

Mr. Frepper. I said that in my statement this morning. 

Mr. Becker. Now, after you picked up these cards in Washington, 
what time of the evening did you say it was $ 

Mr. Fepper. It was about 10:30. 

Mr. Becker. And what time did you get back to Baltimore ? 

Mr. Feppver. Well, on the way back it was raining very hard that 
night and we were hungry, and on the way back we stopped on the 
road somewhere and ate, and I guess it was about 12 o'clock before 
we got back to eee 13. 

Mr. Becker. Could you have been wrong about an hour or so if you 
made a statement previo sly that vou rot home around 2 o'clock 
the morning? 





Q4 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Fepper. That is after leaving some of the goods, some of the 
post cards and stamps at several girls’ houses to be worked on, then 
I went home. 

Mr. Becker. So therefore as part of this operation and business 
arrangement, you dropped these post cards in various homes where 
certain workers were going to address these post cards; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right, because they promised to start at 7 
o'clock in the morning and I wanted them to have the material. 

Mr. Becker. Now, these people whom you employed started to work 
at 7 o’clock in the morning. That was Sunday before election; is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I can’t say what time they started to work. I wasn’t at 
their homes. 

Mr. Becker. Well, whatever the time may have been, they were 
supposed to get the work out as quickly as possible ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becxer. There was some understanding about how many post 
cards there gals would address; is that correct 

Mr. Frepper. No understanding how many they would address. 

Mr. Becker. Did you give an estimate of how many you would do 
an hour? 

Mr. Fepper. I repeat it, I referred—wait a minute, let me get these 
couple words straight. I used Ray Kiermas’ information as my basis 
for telling them about the job. I told them the girls in Washington 
are averaging 90 an hour and according to the at by 8 o’clock, wy ou 
should be able to do a thousand apiece or so,” and that is what I gave 
the average girl—a thousand each. 

Mr. Brecker. Was it the intention, at least, of all parties concerned 
when they gave you the 50,000 post cards, the 50,000 post cards were 
eoing to be sent out ~ certain people in Maryland 4 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir; that was not the intention. 

Mr. Becker. Do you ‘think the ‘Vv were going to give you 50,000 cards, 
Mr. Fedder, with the idea you were only going to address 5,000, 3,000 
yr 10,000 2 

Mr. Fepper. They were stuck anyway. They were hoping that I 
could get 50,000 out, but I told them from the start I didn’t see how 
it could be possible, such a slow job. 

Mr. Becker. How many people did you have working on this trans- 
action to address these post cards? 

Mr. Frepper. I think there probably were about 15 or 20. 

Mr. Becker. And were they all in one home or were they in various 
homes? 

Mr. Frepper. Various homes. 

Mr. Becker. And just give us a brief description of the geographi- 
cal area that you would have to travel in either distributing or 
picking these cards up. 

Mr. Fepper. Do you mind repeating that one again? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Fepper. Well, we had groups, we had one group on, I think it is, 
McCutcheon Avenue near the Baltimore Stadium, another group on 
Lorraine Avenue, which is about a mile south of the stadium. Then 
we had another group on North Avenue. We had another group on 
Chase Street, another group on Elliot Street, one woman on Monroe 
Street, and one on Pennsylvania Avenue. 
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Mr. BECKER. Later on on Sunday, what happened with respect vo 
: the men who came to visit you 1n checking up on the addressing of 
these cards 4 

Mr. Fepper. At 8 o'clock Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Surine met me at 
restaurant called Herman’s and L can’t tell you what was the atti 
tude. Give me that question again. 

(The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Iepper. What happened In respect to the men who came to 
check up on the cards; were they pleased with the quality of the 
workmanship ? They were sorry there weren't more done, and in 
order to induce the girls to work later in the day, offered them $5 
per thousand bonus. 
~ Mr. Becker. And did you go visiting these various homes al 
see the progress they mace / 

Mr. Frepper. With the two gentlemen / 

Mr. Becker. That is right. 

Mr. Frepper. No. We made one stop at 408 East Lorraine Avenu 
where they checked the work in the home of Mrs. Halley. A {ter 
that stop | went to take them to all the rest of the girls’ house 
but Mr. Kiermas said he had to be in Washington to catch a plane to 
Milwaukee. 

Mr. Becker. Up to this particular point it was a businesslive trans 
action, just che king up on the work that was being done: is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Bre KER, And at that time « a vou hot intend that this W 
going to be an all-night operation ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Becker. There was no discussion that the women were going 
to keep on addressing these cards Sunday night ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Sunday night, but not all night, because we had at 
8 o'clock after checking at Mrs. Halley *s house. we had agreed that 
Mr. Don Sure would be bac k it: 22: SO. Then we would pick up 
the work and make it and that would finish it 

Mr. Becker. That was all that part of the business transaction of 
hav ino these ecards addressed, Is that correct 4 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. becker. Now, when was the next time that you were visited 
by a certain gentleman with respect’ to the progress of the work? 

Mr. Fepper. About 12:30. 

Mr. Becker. And where did vou meet them ? 

Mr. Fepper. At the Emerson Hotel. 

Mr. Becker. And from there did you visit any of the homes to 
check the progress of the work ? 

Mr. Frepper. Wait a minute: we are getting off on another little 
mistake again. 

Mr. Becker. Another one. What is that mistake? 

Mr. Fepper. Don’t go trying to pin a mistake on me. Just let me 

: explain the answer. 

s Senator Monroney. Read the question back to the witness. 

(The question was read by the reporter. ) 

: Mr. Frepper. From where ? 

A Mr. Becker. The Emerson Hotel you were talking about, if you 


recall, Mr. Fedder. 
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Mr. Frepper. From the Emerson Hotel we did not go to any wo- 
men’s houses to look at their work. 

Mr. Becker. Where did you go? 

Mr. Fepper. We went from the Emerson Hotel to my car, which 
was parked in front of the post office. From there we took some post 
cards into the post office. 

Mr. Bac ker. Now when you went into the car, what was the pur- 
pose of your going into the car? 

Mr. Frpper. That is where I had the cards, because I had already 
been some places and picked upon the work where the girls had wanted 
to go to sleep. 

Mr. Breexer. As part of this work that you were performing, you 
had alre acy pic ked up some cards in various homes; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Now when you went to the car to pick up the cards 
to mai! in the post office, did you count the cards? 

Mr. Fepper. Not inthecar. In the post office. 

Mr. Becker. You counted them in the post office ? 

Mr. ore Didn’t count them. They were familiar with the job. 
They said, “Measure up. This is 500.” Measured up 5 more hun- 
dred, 10 pile s, 5,000 cards. We didn’t count them. 

Mr. Becker. Who gave you the stamps for these post cards? 

Mr. Fepper. I got the stamps for these post cards on the Saturday 
night before when I met Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Surine in Washington. 

Mr. Becker. And how many stamps did you purchase for this 
transaction / 

Mr. Frepper. I didn’t purchase any stamps. 

Mr. Becker. How many stamps were given to you ? 

Mr. Fepprer. Fifty thousand stamps. 

Mr. Becker. Fifty thousand stamps were given to you and fifty 
thousand post cards; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepver. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Do you understand that they would give you 50,000 
stamps if it wasn’t the intention that they were going to try and mail 
out 50,000 post ¢ ards? 

Mr. Fepper. Do you mind repeating that ? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t know—Mr. Chairman, I want to think about 
thisa minute. Thisisa puzzling question. 

Senator Monronry. It is a hypothetical question. 

Mr. Fepper. If I answered “Yes,” it is like asking a fellow, “Are 
you going or coming?” “Yes.” 

Senator Monronry. I think the witness is correct in stating that he 
could not know exactly what was in the minds of the people that 
furnished the cards and the stamps. If you care to answer 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t understand what he is trying to get at. Repeat 
it once more and see if I can grasp it. 

(The question was read back by the reporter.) 

Senator Monroney. In other words, if the chairman may be per- 
mitted to amplify the question, perhaps, so it can be a little better 

understood, they had hoped to mail out 50,000 post cards or else they 
would not have given you 50,000 stamps. 
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Mr. Fepper. At that point it was purely wishful thinking and they 
knew it. I had already told them it sounded impossible. I was a 
damn fool to even take the job, but I just did it as a favor. 

Senator Monroney. But you were willing to try to get out the max- 
imum amount as far as you could. 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. Does that answer your question / 

Mr. Brecker. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Who did you meet in the lobby of the Emerson Hotel ? 

Mr. Fepper. ‘Two men who introduced themselves as Mr. Moore and 
Mr. Nilles. 

Mr. Becker. Will you be good enough to describe these two men 
to this committee ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Moore had auburn hair. He was tall, I would 
say about 6 feet tall, 6 feet one, weighed about somewhere from 180 
to 200 pounds, and Mr. Nilles was a lighter-haired man, not red and 
not blond, sort of you might call, what do you say, a dirty blond or a 
hieht color. I don’t know how to deseribe it exactly, but he didn’t 
wear a hat, and I believe Mr. Moore wore a hat. 

Mr. Brecker. Now when you first met them, what was the purpose 
of their visit and discussion or talk with you ? 

Mr. Fepper. I can’t say what was their purpose. 

Mr. Brecker. Were they talking about the post cards? Is that not 
what they were talking about with you? 

Mr. Fepprr. Yes, they were talking about post cards. 

Mr. Becker. What is so difficult about it, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. Perhaps I misunderstood or did not understand your 
question. 

Mr. Becker. I do not want you to misunderstand any of my ques- 
tions. I just want to be fair with you and ask you these questions 
to try and get some information. 

Now, Mr. Fedder, when Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore were talking to 
you, were they not talking to you about the post cards that you were 
having addressed ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Brecker. They wanted to find out how many cards you had 
already addressed; is that not a fact? 

Mr. Fepper. I guess so. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now it is either a fact or it is not a fact. Is that 
not the purpose of their talk with you? 

Mr. Fepper. [ can’t know what they wanted to know. I can only 
refer to anything they would tell me. 

Mr. Becxrr. Now, Mr. Fedder, will you tell me anything else 

hat was discussed between Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore and yourself 
other than the post cards that you were supposed to have addressed ? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Becker. Was there any other purpose for them to talk to you? 

Mr. Fepper. No. They came over from wherever they came from 
for the purpose of meeting me about the cards. 

Mr. Becker. And they wanted to find out the number of cards you 

had mailed; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. All right, I will say that is correct. 





QS MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Becxer. Don’t tell me, “All right, it is correct,’ ‘. Fedder. 
I only want to know what the facts are, please. 

Mr. Fepper. Well, at that time that is the only job we had in ques- 
tion is the cards. 

Mr. Becker. That is right, and the only purpose that Mr. Nilles 
and Mr. Moore would have in talking to you would be about these 
post cards and the mailing of them; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becxer. Now the time you talked to them, Mr. Fedder, did 
you not teli Mr. Moore and Mr. Nilles that you had mailed out a batch 
of cards? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right; I told them, I said that in the statement 
this morning. 

Mr. Becker. I ask you now, Mr. Fedder, please, did you tell Mr. 
Niles and Mr. Moore that you had mailed out a batch of cards? Is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. I said that. 

Mr. Becker. Now when you told Mr. Niles and Mr. Moore that you 
had mailed out a batch of cards, was that a true statement / 

Mr. Frepprr. No, sir; it was not true, but I had a reason for saying 
it. 

Mr. Breexer. I asked you was it a true statement, Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Frepprer. No. 

Senator Monronry. He said that in his statement this morning 
that it was not a true statement. 

Mr. Beexer. I understand, Mr. Chairman. I am proceeding with 
a line of examination that I did not want to disclose at the moment, 
sir. 

Senator Monroney. Proceed. 

Mr. Becker. You had an understanding with Mr. Kiermas or Mr. 
Surine that you would not mail any post cards, is that correct 4 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Now after Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore had been talking 
to you, Who came along to join the party ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Surine. 

Mr. Becker. About what time was that, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. I think it was around 1:30. 

Mr. Becker. When Mr. Surine joined the party, what was the nature 
of the discussion 4 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Moore and Mr. Nilles told him that I had told 
them I had already mailed a batch of cards. 

Mr. Becexer. And then what happened when Mr. Nilles and Mr. 
Moore told Mr. Surine that you had mailed a batch of cards? What 
happened then ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Surine didn’t like it because he said, “You know, 
Fedder, we hi id an agreement that you weren’t going to mail any,” 
and I said, “That is correct, Don, but they talked so over the phone, 
scared my wife and scared me. The only reason,” I told them, “was 
I tried to quiet them and appease them and straighten it out with 
you. 

Mr. Becker. So when the four of you discussed the matter, you 
were stil! talking about these post cards; is that correct # 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 
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Mr. Becker. From that point on did you start to visit some of t] 
houses to pick up these cards? 

Mr. Fepprer. Not immediately. We had a long talk on the steps, 

in the vestibule of the post ollice. From the outside of the post ollice 

there are heavy glass doors, and there is a vestibule a few steps and 


it’ 


a 


a little platform, and then another door into the post office 

Mr. Becker. Where is the post office located / 

Mr. Fepper. Calvert and Fayette Streets. It runs a whole city 
block. 


Mr. Becker. And Calvert Street is a main street, is it not, in 
Baltimore ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. A main street and a busy street during the day. 

Mr. Becker. But I say it is a main thoroughfare’ It is a main 
street ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. BECKER. And where the post ollice is located, are there not : 
number of buildings located / 

Mr. Frevoper. That is right. All office buildings that are dark at 
night, busy during the day. 

Mr. Becker. That is a busy section ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. During the daytime it is very busy. 

Mr. Brecker. Well, now, after you had the discussion at the post 
office, did you then make the rounds and pick up some more cards / 

Mr. Frepprer. After we left the post office, and I have given in my 
testimony this morning of the conversation at the post office, from 
there we went to a woman’s house, named Mrs. Edwards, on Monroe 
Street. 

Mr. Becker. Now how far away is that place from the post office 

Mr. Fepper. That place from the post office is about a mile and a 
half. 

Mr. Becker. And what was the route that you took from the post 
office to this residence ? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Becker. You do not remember the route that you took. Well, 
did you go through main highways and main streets in Baltimore? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t know what streets we went on. 

Mr. Becker. Is this place that you went to visit in the city of 
Baltimore ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; it is in the city of Baltimore. 

Mr. Becker. Are there not a number of houses and stores and 
buildings that you passed from the post office to this residence ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. It is not vacant land and woods? 

Mr. Fevper. Everybody is asleep. It is the middle of the night. 

Mr. Brecker. 1 am trying to get a description of the area. Were 
there homes ? 

Mr. Fepper. We passed, I guess, in our travels, we must have passed 
some office buildings and some houses and some stores and some filling 
stations, but everything was dead; it was asleep. It is midnight in 
Baltimore. Midnight in Baltimore is very dark and very quiet. 

Mr. Becker. And then is it from Mrs. Halley’s home—— 

Mr. Fepper. You mean—we are not talking about Mrs. Halley. I 
said from the post office we went to Mrs. Edwards. 
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Mr. Becker. By the way, who is Mrs. Edwards? 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. Edwards is a woman that is a part-time employee 
of mine. 

Mr. Becker. And she was working overtime, was she, to help get out 
these post cards ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t know what you call overtime, because in the 
normal conduct of our business, our first 40 hours is straight time 
and after 40 hours is time and a half with overtime. This was just 
2 Sunday favor. I don’t know what you mean by “overtime.” 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, what time did you get to Mrs. Edwards’ 
home ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I think it was somewhere around 3 or 3:30 in the 
morning. 

Mr. Becker. How many cards did she have addressed when you 
arrived there? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t know. 

Mr. Becker. Did she have a stack of cards? 

Mr. Fepper. Oh, four of us went in there. 

Mr. Becxer. And who was home when you went to visit her at 
o'clock in the morning? 

Mr. Frepper. And we went intothe home. They never left me alone 
for a minute. All three went in with me and I waited between the 
vestibule and the living room in her house and Nilles and Moore stayed 
with me while Don Surine went back into the kitchen and picked up 
the finished cards and the left-over cards and the left-over postage 
stamps, and I didn’t even see what she done. 

Mr. Becxer. By the way, Mr. Fedder, this morning when you testi- 
fied you fixed the time quite accurately. I think you said it was 
around 2:50 in the morning. You think maybe you were there at 
2:30 in the morning? 

Mr. Fepprer. Well, I will answer it this way. That is one of the 
purposes I prepared a statement, so I could be more accurate and 
calm. Now I am under a little strain, a little pressure, perhaps my 
thinking isn’t quite as good. 

Mr. Becker. You think maybe it could have been 2:30 in the morn- 
ing, is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. I think my statement is more correct. 

Mr. Becker. Look at your statement and see if it is not 3:15 in the 
morning that you were at Mrs. Edwards’ home. You fixed it at 3:15 
in the morning. 

Mr. Frpper. In my statement I say: 

We then went to the home of Mrs, Vera Edwards, 253 North Monroe Street. 
The time was about 2:50 a. m. 

Mr. Becker. So, therefore, there was just a little difference in the 
time. The statement that you now looked at would be correct. That 
would be 2:30 in the morning; is that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. Even the statement that I say is correct and I swore 
under oath may still be a few minutes out. I didn’t have a watch in 
front of me all the time. 

Mr. Becker. I was just going to ask you that, Mr. Fedder, whether 
you had a watch to check this time. 

Mr. Frepper. I had my watch with me. 
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Mr. Becker. By the way, did you at any time in the interviews 
that you had in Senator Tydings’ office or later on ever give the exact 
hour that you visited some ‘of these homes ? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Becker. And how were you, } months after that event, able to 
fix the exact hour that you visited some of these homes, the exact 
minute ? 

Mr. Frepprr. In preparing the statement I had more time to think 
clearly, tried to go over all of my steps, where I was, what time it was 
and about how long it took me to get there. 

Mr. Becker. Well, Mr. Fedder, would not the facts be fresher in 
vour mind on December 19 than on February 17, 1951? 

' Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. Oh, the facts would be fresher in your mind in Febru- 
ary rather than December; is that what you want me to understand / 

Mr. Fepper. Because at the time I was at Senator Tydings’ office, 
[ had been under terrific strain. I was tired and I was even afraid 
of the yublicity. 

Mr. Didone Well, now after you went to Mrs. Edwards’ home, 
where did you go from there? 

Mr. Frepper. From Mrs. Edwards’ home we went to a home on 
Pennsylvania Avenue. I don’t know the number. It was Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue between Cumberland and North Avenue. 

Mr. Becxer. And how far is that from this other residence? 

Mr. Frepper. I would say about 2 miles. 

Mr. Becker. About 2 miles. And what was the route that you 
took ? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t know. 

Mr. Becker. Did you go through main streets or through the woods 
or what on would you ts ake from one house to another? 

Mr. Frepprer. I don’t know. Iwas ina corner in the back seat of the 
ar. I was tired; I was worn out. 

Mr. Becxer. Now, Mr. Fedder—— 

Mr. Frepper. I wasn’t watching the streets to see what streets I was 
riding. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, the people that were driving this car, were 
they residents or citizens of Baltimore ? 

Mr. Fepper. Oh, yes. Don Surine knows Baltimore very well. He 
used to work for the FBI in Baltimore, I understand. 

Mr. Becker. And he just took you from one place to another; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Frepprr. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Who gave him the information as to where these 
houses were located and the street number of these homes and the 
names of the people who live there ? 

Mr. Fepper. From Mrs. Edwards’ house—— 

Mr. Becker. Who gave him that information? 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. Edwards. She gave for this one address on Penn- 
sylvania Avenue because I had given the work to Mrs. Edwards and 
this one I: ady on Pennsylvania Avenue was working for Mrs. Edwards. 

Mr. Becker. How long, Mr. Fedder, would it take to go from on¢ 
house to another? 
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Mr. Fepver. At that time of the night driving normally for just 
the purpose of going from one place to the other, that two miles could 
have taken 3 or 4 minutes. 

Mr. Becker. Did you pick up any ecards? 

Mr. Fepper. Picked up some cards there? I don’t know. I didn’t 
eo in the house. We went there to get cards. I was in the car with 
Niles and Moore and Surine, and Mrs. Edwards went into this house 
on Pennsylvania Avenue and came out with the cards. 

Mr. Becker. What time of the morning would you say that was? 

Mr. Frepper. I would say that would be about 27 45. 

Mr. Becker. About 2:45. Now the purpose of v isiting this second 
home was to pick up some cards; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. This was still part of the same business transaction 
that you entered into the night before; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Then did you go to another home? 

Mr. Fepper. From there we went back to Mrs. Edwards. 

Mr. Becker. Was she still working on some cards ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. She was in the car with us. 

Mr. Becker. Mrs. Edwards was in the car with you? 

Mr. Frepper. We already picked up her work in the 200 block of 
Monroe Street. 

Mr. Becker. So Mrs. Edwards was also in the car with Mr. Nilles, 
Mr. Moore, Mr. Surine, and yourself; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. At that moment; yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. I see. In other words, you went from Mrs. Edwards’ 
home to another home and Mrs. Edwards also joined the party; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Fepprer. We didn’t have a party. 

Mr. Becker. I am not referring toa party. Iam referring to join- 
ing the group. Is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Then you went to this other home. When Mrs. 
Edwards was there, did she stay in the car and then pick up some 
cards, or what happened ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Wait a minute. Say that again. 

Mr. Becker. I withdraw the question. When you arrived at the 
second home and Mrs. Edwards was with you, where was Mrs. 
Edwards—in the car, or did she go into the house ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Mrs, Edwards and Don Surine went into the house to 
get the cards and left me out in the car with Nilles and Moore. 

Mr. Becker. And were some cards picked up? 

Mr. Fepper. I presume they were, but I didn't see them. I don’t 
know. I mean, at that time I was almost 

Mr. Becker. Wait a minute. Did they pick up some cards? 

Mr. Fepper. They must have picked up some cards. They went 
there to get cards. I presume they picked up cards, 

Mr. Becker. Then where did you go? 

Mr. Fepper. Back to Mrs. Edwards’. 

Mr. Becker. And you left her home? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, Mrs. Edwards is employed by you, isn’t 
she, in your office? , 
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Mr. Fepper. No. 
Mr. Becker. And the n after you left Mrs. Edwards’ home, where 
did you go from there 


Mr. Frepper. After we le ft Mrs. Edy rds’ home, during the time we 
left Mrs. Edwards’ home and went to 1 Pennsylvania Avenue and back 
to Mrs. Edwards’ home. there was no talk of any kind. After we left 


Mrs. Edwards back home they again began talking and this time—— 
Mr. Becker. I asked you where you went. I am not asking you 


about the conversation. 
Mr. Fepper. Then they were talking and riding around. 


Mr. Becxer. Where did you go whe n you were riding around $ 
Mr. Frepper. I don’t know. They were just talking, questioning me, 
id riding around. 
Mr. Becker. Did you visit another home after you left Mrs, Ed- 
wards at her home ? 
Mr. Frepper. After we left Mrs. Edwards at her home is when they 
decided they wanted the check back, and, after riding around a while . 
Don Surine drove me to my home, which was now around 4 o'clock, 
and I went into the house and got the $500 check just as I said in my 
testimony this morning. 
Mr. Becxer. Now, Mr. Fedder, how far is your home from Mrs. 
2 Edwards’ residence ? 

Mr. Fepper. My home from Mrs, Edwards’ residence, I would say, 
is Just about 4 miles. 

Mr. Becker. And what route did you take; do you recall ? 

Mir. Fepper. I don’t know. I was too scared to even think. 

Mr. Becker. I say, - you recall the route / 

Mr. Fepper. I do not recall the route. 

Mr. Becker. And ra you went to your home, how long would 
you say it took ? 

Mr. Frpprer. ‘To my home 

Mr. Becker. How long lid it take to go from Mrs. Edwards’ home 
to your home? 

Mr. Frepper. We rode around for a long time. We didn’t go direct. 
We didn’t 7 just go home and vel it over with. They drove me around 
and kept eutites me with questions. 

Mr. Becker. Now, when you got home, just tell us briefly the loca- 
tion of your residence, Are there some o the 1 homes ne arby ¢ 

Mr. Fevper. That isright. It isa row house. I live ina row house. 

Mr. Becker. When you went into your home around 4 o’clock in the 
morning, who was there? 

Mr. Frevprer. My wife was still up. She was there. The children 
were asleep. 

Mr. BECKER. Did Mr. Nilles or Mr. Moore vO into your home ? 

Mr. Frepper. They wanted to go in. 

Mr. Becker. I say, did they go into your home? 

Mr Frepper. No; they did not go in. 

Mr. Becker. When you went into your home your wife and two 
children were there; is that correct? 

Mr. Fepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Was anyone with you at that time? 
Mr. Frepper. Any one of the three ? 
Mr. Becker. Yes. 
Mr. Frepper. No. 
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Mr. Becker. You were there all by yourself with your wife? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Is there any question about it? 

Mr. Fepper. No; no question about that. 

Mr. Becker. And i is there a telephone in your home? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Does it work? 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And how large a house have you? 

Mr. Fepper. Six-room house. 

Mr. Becker. And was there anyone else besides your wife in that 
house when you went in to visit her? 

Mr. Fepper. Anyone in the house besides my wife? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Fepper. The two children were in bed. 

Mr. Becker. And how long were you at home? 

Mr. Fepper. Just about 2 minutes. 

Mr. Becker. And if anything was wrong at that time you could 
have very easily made a telephone call; could you not ? 

Mr. Fepper. I thought about that. 

Mr. Brecker. I say, if there’ was anything wrong it was very easy 
for you to make a telephone call at that time. 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; I could have made a phone call at that time. 

Mr. Becker. There was nothing to prevent you from making a 
telephone call ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. No: nothing inside the house to prevent me from mak- 
ing a telephone call. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, if you wanted to call someone up or 

call the police, it was very easy to do it? 

Mr. Fepper. I could have done it, but before I 

Mr. Becxrr. I say, you could have done it, Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Fepprr. I could have done it. 

Mr. Becker. Then after you picked up this $500 check you went 
outside and met Mr. Moore and Mr. Niles and Mr. Surine; is that 
right? 

Mr. Frepprer. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Where did you go from there? 

Mr. Fepper. After we left in front of my house we rode east. 

Mr. Becker. What does east mean ? 

Mr. Frepper. I live in northwest Baltimore, and east means in the 
other direction. 

Mr. Becker. How far east did you travel, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepprer. We traveled east about, I would say, 6 miles. 

Mr. Becker. Do you remember the route that you traveled east ? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t remember the exact route we traveled east. 

Mr. Becker. Oh, about. 

Mr. Fepprer. But I know we ended up at 801 East Twenty-fifth 
Street at Orey’s Restaurant. 

Mr. Becker. Orey’s Restaurant is what kind of place? 

Mr. Frepper. It is a drive-in restaurant. 

Mr. Becker. It is well known ? 

Mr. Frepper. Very well known. 

Mr. Becker. Popular place in Baltimore? 

Mr. Frepper. Very popular place in Baltimore. 
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Mr. Becxer. Many people go there? 

Mr. Fepper. In normal hours many people go there. 

Mr. Becker. And what time of the morning did you get to Orey’s 
Restaurant ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I would say it was somewhere between 4 and 4: 30 

Mr. Becker. And it is their practice to be open all night ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. They are open all night. 

Mr. Becker. It is known as an all-night restaurant; is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker, And do they serve any alcoholic beverages / 

Mr. Fepper. No; not that I know of. 

Mr. Becker. Just refreshments, food and soft drinks: is that right ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And di ‘ you go in and get a little bite to eat ? 

Mr. FEDDER. We wel in. I didn't vet a bite to eat. Il couldn't 
eat. I was too sick to iets 

Mr. Becker. Well, did somebody eat then? Did someone eat ? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t know if they ate. I remember Don Surine 
ordered a milk shake with egg in it. 

Mr. Becxer. At least there was someone there who cou ld order a 
milk shake and egg. Now, how long were you in Orey’s Restaurant / 

Mr. Fepver. I would say between a half and three-quarters of an 
hour. 

Mr. Becker. Was there anyone behind the counter? 

Mr. Fepper. I never looked behind the counter. 

Mr. Becker. Well, was there anyone waiting on your table? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. I saw only one person and that was the person 
who waited on us at the table. The table we sat at was the third 
table from the door just as you'came into the place. 

Mr. Becker. How big a place is Orey’s Restaurant ? 

Mr. Frepper. How big? You mean seating capacity ? 

Mr. Becker. Well, the size of it. 

Mr. Fepper. That is how you count a restaurant. 

Mr. Becker. By the tables? 

Mr. Fepper. By the tables and seating capacity. I would say the 
seating capacity of Orey’s—let me try to picture this a minute—I 
would say the seating capacity at Orey’s js about 100 people. 

Mr. Becker. Did you have any cards, post cards, or stamps at that 
time and did you discuss the card situation ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. As we sat down I reached into my 
pocket, and as I picked up the work from the girls’ houses every one 
of them had left-over stamps. 1 just put the left-over stamps in my 
pockets and held the coins in my hands and carried them out to the 
car that way. 

When we got to Orey’s we were at the table. I reached in my pocket, 
put the cards on the table and said, “Here, Don; here is your left-over 
stamps. Count them and give me a receipt for them.” 

Mr. Becker. About how many cards did you count out approxi- 
mately at that time? 

Mr. Fepper. No cards. 

Mr. Becker. Well, how many stamps did you count out? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Becker. You were still discussing the addressing of these post 
ards; were you not? 
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Mr. Frepper. We were not discussing the addressing of the post 
cards. I reached into my pocket, took out the stamps and asked for 
a receipt. At that point he pulled out a piece of paper out of his 
pocket and his pen and he started writing, and that is as the statement 
which I read to you and swore to you in testimony in this room. 

Mr. Becker. Now, now, Mr. Fedder, after you were at Orey’s Res- 
taurant, didn’t you go out and pick up some more post cards at another 
home? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right, Mrs. Halley’s home. 

Mr. Becker. And how far away was Mrs. Halley’s home from 
Orey’s Restaurant ! 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. Halley’s home from Orey’s Restaurant is just 
about a mile. 

Mr. Becker. And did you pick up some more cards there ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Who went into the house? 

Mr, Frepper. All four of us went in. 

Mr. Becker. At about what time of the morning would that be? 

Mr. Fepper. I would say at about 5 or a little after 5. 

Mr. Becker. And you were still picking cards up at around 5 o’clock 
in the morning: is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Now that was still part of the undertaking that you 
made with Mr. Kiermas and Surine the night before to have some of 
these cards addressed; is that not correct? 

Mr. Fepper. That was still part of that. 

Mr. Becker. That was still part of your responsibility to get these 
cards addressed and stamped ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. Yes. 

Senator Monronety. By previously announced arrangements with 
the committee, we agreed to adjourn at 4: 30 until 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning, and we will ask the witness to return at that hour to this 
committee. The witnesses who are scheduled to appear tomorrow will 
appear at a later time. I do not believe it would be wise to even ex- 
pect them to appear tomorrow. We will advise the additional wit- 
nesses. 

Those who are leaving the room will please retire as quietly as 
possible. We will adjourn until 10 o’clock tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 4:30 p. m., the hearing was adjourned, to reconvene 
on Wednesday, February 28, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1951 


UNTIrED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington. dD, ( 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:15 a. m.. 
in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney, Hennings, Smith (Maine). and 
Hendrickson. 

Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee: Edward 
\. McDermott, chief counsel; and Ralph FE. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing will come to order. 

Before we continue with our witness, Mr. Fedder, I think counsel] 
has a request to make. 

Mr. McDermorr. I would like to introduce into the record exhibit 
No. 25, which has previously been identified by the witness, William 
Fedder, as a compilation of photocopies of his de posit slips covering 
deposits to the account of the National Advertising Co. with the Balti 
more National Bank in Baltimore. 

_ Senator Monroney. That will be admitted. That was an over 

eht yesterday in our not admitting that. 

{ The docume?} it above re ferred to will be found 1] the tile of the 
committee. ) 

Senator Monronery. For the record, Mr. Fedder, the witness, was 
sworn yesterday, and this is a continuation of his testimony from yes 
terday. At the time the hearing recessed last night Mr. Fedder was 
being questioned by Mr. Becker, assistant counsel to the committee, 
and Mr. Becker will continue with his examination of the witness. 

Mr. Becker. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. FEDDER, ACCOMPANIED BY MARVIN 
BRAITERMAN, ATTORNEY—Resumed 


Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, after you left the post office you went 
directly home, or did you go to Mrs. Halley’s first ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. After we left the post office, we went to Mrs. Edwards’ 
first. 

Mr. Becker. Mrs. Edwards? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And after going to Mrs. Edwards’ home—— 

Senator Monronry. Will counsel please speak up? The commit 
tee cannot hear him. 

Mr. Becker. Very well, sit 
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After you went to Mrs. Edwards, did you then go to your own resi- 
dence ? 

Mr. Fepprr. We went to an address on Pennsylvania Avenue. 

Mr. Becker. Where? 

Mr. Fepprr. To an address on Pennsylvania Avenue. 

Mr. Becxer. And what was you purpose in going to Pennsylvania 
Avenue? 

Mr. Frpper. To pick up cards that this lady had there who was 
helping Mrs. Edwards with. 

Mr. Becker. What was her name? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t even know her name. 

Mr. Becker. I understand you had about 15 or 20 people working 
for you addressing post cé ards; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir, approximately. 

Mr. Becker. Now, when you went to this lady’s home whose name 
you do not reeall, and who was working with Mrs. E dwards, how 
many cards did you pick up? 

Mr. Frpver. I don’t know. I did not go into the house. I stayed in 
the car, and Mrs. Edwards and Don Surine went into that house. 

Mr. Becker. They did pick up some cards, didn’t they / 

Mr. Frepper. They must have picked up some cards. 

Mr. Becker. About what time of the morning was that? 

Mr. Fepper. I would say that was about somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of around 3 o'clock. 

Mr. Becker. I probably put the wrong time in there, in connection 
with the post office. Now, referring to the time around 5 o’clock in 
the morning, Mr. Fedder, when 11,000 cards, or approximately that 
number, were mailed in the post office. 

Mr. Frpper. Eleven thousand cards never were mailed at one time in 
the post office. 

4 Becker. About how many were mailed at one time, Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Fepver. Approximately the first count was 5,000, and the 
second count was 6,000, tot aling 11,000. 

Mr. Becker. How many trips-did you make to the post office? 

Mr. Frpper. Two. 

Mr. Beexer. And the first time you deposited around 5,000 cards? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Brecker. And the second time around 6,000 cards; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. What time did you visit the post office the first time? 

Mr. Frepper. The first time was about 1 o’elock. 

Mr. Becker. And the second time? 

Mr. Fepper. The second time was about around 5: 30 inthe morning. 

Mr. Becker. There wasn’t anything wrong in visiting the post 
office and mailing these cards, was there ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Brecexer. That was part of your responsibility which you 
undert k the ight before ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Now, after you visited the post office the second time, 
Ww! of e did got 

Fri wer. After we visited the post office the second time, from 


t! lon went home. 
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Mr. Becker. And when you went home it was about what time / 

Mr. Fepper. It was about 6 o’clock when I got home, a little after 6. 
Che milkman was there. 

Mr. Becker. And at your home you were safe and sound ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And if there was anything wrong you could have 
ised the telephone at that time, coul Int you ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. I could have, but I didn’t. 

Mr. Becker. | say, but you could have? 

Mr. Fepper. I could have. 

Mr. Becker R As a matter of fact, the following morning—that was 
Monday—if there was anything wrong you could he ave complained to 
omeone about it, couldn’t you ¢ 

Mr. Frepprr. | could have, but at this point I would like to ask my 
ounsel something, if I may. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(Mr. Fedder confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Fepper. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Frpper. I would like to make a further answer to the previous 
question, where I was asked if I was home at 6:30 and was in the 
house, why didn’t I make a telephone call. 

Senator Monroney. That is permissible. You may put that in. 

Mr. Fepper. I thought of that, gentlemen, I thought of making a 
all, but after the experience I had already had the previous night, 
ind this was still before the election, I was afraid that if I had no- 
tified the police the scandal would ruin the results of the election, 
and something worse might happen to me. 

Senator Monronry. That was your own mental process; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Fepper. That was my own mental process: yes; that is correct. 

Senator Monronery. You have just explained the availability of the 
telephone and your desire not to use it ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Go ahead. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, you gave the impression that you 
were terribly frightened that night, and you were afraid of your own 
life; is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Now, if you were afraid of your own life, didn’t you 
think it would be a practical idea on your part to seek some pro- 
tection ? 

Mr. Fepper. I answered it. That is my only answer. 

Mr. Brecker. I say, if your own life was at stake, don’t you think 
t would be a pre actical idea to seek some type of protection ¢ 

(Mr. Fedder confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Becxer. When the witness wishes to confer with his counsel, 
[ wish he would make his request to do so to the chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Yes; that would be a good idea. These ques- 
tions mainly have to do with procedure, and I do not think it should 
be necessary for you to converse with your counsel. 

Mr. Fevper. May I have the question again 

Senator Monroney. Will you read the question, please? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 
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Mr. Frepper. Mr. Chairman, may I talk to my counsel? 

Senator Monroney. Well, I should think that would hardly be 
a question that you need advice of counsel on, although we do extend 
that courtesy. 

Senator Henpricxson. I do not think that it takes a lawyer to 
answer that question. 

Senator Monroney. We are trying to expedite the hearing as much 
as we can, and still trying to grant you a sufficient degree of latitude. 

Mr. Frpper. Iam sorry. Let me have the question ‘read once more. 

Senator Monronery. Will you read it, please ? 

( The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Frpper. I presume it would seem reasonable to do that, but I 
didn’t, and I cannot answer why I didn’t. 

Mr. Becker. Well, you have been telling this committee, and you 
have been telling the press, and everyone else, how frightened you 
were for your own safety, and of being taken for a ride. Do you 
remember those statements you have been making, Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Now, you are in the printing business. You know 
what it means being taken for a ride, don’t you ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That has nothing to do with running a printing 
ess. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, you understand the English lan- 
guage, don’t you ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you understand the slang expression of being 
taken for a ride, don’t you ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becxer. What does that mean to you in the vernacular, in 
the slang‘ 

Mr. Frepprr. In the vernacular of the slang it means being taken 
against your will and against your permission, and held in someone’s 
car 

Mr. Becker. That is what you mean by it? 

Senator Monroney. Would counsel please speak up? The mem- 
bers of the committee are complaining they cannot hear you. 

Mr. Becxer. I am sorry. I had better move over and perhaps you 
may be able to hear me more clearly. 

Senator Monroney. Yes; I believe that would be better. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Fedder, on Monday you could have complained 
to anyone in the Republican campaign headquarters of your previous 
night’s experience, if anything was wrong, couldn’t you? 

Mr. Fepper. I guess I could have, but I didn’t. 

Mr. Becker. Or you could have complained to the police? 

Mr. Fepper. I already gave my answer to that once. 

Mr. Becker. I am talking about Mond: ay. 

Mr. Frpper. This was still Monday; I didn’t get home until Mon- 
day. 

Mr. Becker. During all day Monday did you go to work? 

Mr. Fepprr. Yes; I went to the office about 10: 30. 

Mr. Becker. Well, you voted on Tuesday, didn’t you? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becxer. And did you make any complaint to anyone at that 
time ¢ 
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Mr. Frepper. No, sir. 
Mr. Becker. Did you call the police, or tell them about your experi- 
ences ¢ 
Mr. Fepper. No, sir. 
Mr. BECKER. Did you go to work on Wednesday é 
Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Becker. You continuously ran your business from that time 
on ¢ 
Mr. Fepper. [ ran my business during that time like I am running 
it right now. I have an efficient organization; someone is there. 
Mr. Becker. You did not have any trouble of any kind ¢ 
Mr. Frepprer. No. 
Mr. Becker. As a result of this experience / 
Mr. Fepper. No. 
Mr. Brecker. Mr. Fedder, I call your attention to the signed state- 
ment. numbered exhibit 22, which was signed on November 6, 1950 
handing document to Mr. Fedder |. 
Mr. Frepprer. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DECKER. There are a number of places on this statement that 
have changes In your handw riting: is that correct ¢ 
Mr. F'repper. That is correct. 
Mr. Becker. And you had an opportunity to make chan 
own handwriting; isn’t that correct ¢ 
Mr. Frepper. ‘That is correct. 
Mr. Becker. And in making these changes, was it your intention 
to so correct. the statement to tell the truth / 
Mr. Frpprer. That was not my purpose of putting it on that state- 


= 


ves in your 


ment; no, sir. 

Mr. Br KER, What Intention would you have to make any changes 
in this statement, if it were not to make certain corrections and tell 
someone the truth ¢ 

Mr. I’ epp1 R. Mr. ( hairman, | would like to have advice from iV 
counsel referring to this, because | have already given some testimony) 
ll here, ; 

Senator Monronry. Very well. 

(Mr. Fedder confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to answer that questi 
May I have it read ¢ 

senator MoNRONEY. Yes, sir. Will you read the quest i li. please 

(The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Fepprr. I did not have much time, and I had some presence 
of mind, and some of the things in that statement I could disprove 
by the post-office receipts that Senator Butler already had i 
possession. But there wére some things in the statement that I had 
no way of proving, and that is why I crossed out those notations. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, if you had that knowledge that you 
could disprove certain things later on by certain other evidence, v\ iy 
did you take the time to even make any changes in'this statement? 

Mr. Fepper. May I have that question again / 

Senator Monroney. Will you read the question, please ? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr, Fepper. The question, as I see it, is if I had post-office receipts 
to prove certain things in that statement, why did I take the time to 
change other things in the statement ? 
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Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that the question be repeated 
and not have the witness frame the question ¢ 

Senator Monroney. I think he is trying to get the meaning of it. 
Will you repeat the question, please 4 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Fevper. I said earlier in answering questions by Mr. McDer- 
mott, with reference to the same statement, that I signed it on one 
page, and signed it differently on another page, and made changes on 
it, so that if anything were done with that paper I could still recognize 
it or have some protection on it. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, Iam not referring to any signatures 
or any marks that you may have made on these pages. I am talking 
about corrections on this statement in your handwriting. Let me give 
you a few examples of these changes. 

On page 2 of exhibit 22, before the word “$4,000,” you inserted 
the word “approximately.” Is that your handwriting [exhibiting 
document to Mr. Fedder | ? 

Mr. Fevper. That is my handwriting; yes. 

Mr. Becker. Now, if you were going to use the word “approxi- 
mately,” you did not want to be pinned down to exactly $4,000, is 
that right? 

Mr. Frpper. That is right, because I had no way—it wasn’t $4,000. 

Mr. Becker. So when you put the word “approximately” in that, 
you wanted to be careful enough that you were not going to be exact 
in using the word “$84,000”; isn't that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. So you had time enough to correct the $4,000 that 
appears in here by inserting in your own handwriting the word “ap- 
proximately”; is that correct 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. It took about 2 seconds. 

Mr. Becker. What was your intention in making that correction ? 

Mr. Fepper. I didn’t know how this statement was going to be tried 
to be used against me, and I tried to put whatever I could in there 
to protect myself. 

Mr. Becker. You were trying to correct it in order to make the 
statement as true as you possibly could; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. I guess that is correct—that statement. 

Mr. Brecker. And isn’t that also true on the first page of exhibit 
22¢ Read this to me, Mr. Fedder, what are these words in your 
handwriting before the word 500,000” ? ; 

Mr. Fepper. “I have also contracted”—I am reading from the 
statement. 

Mr. Becker. Just read your own correction. 

Mr. Fepper (reading) : “And mail as mu¢h of.” 

Mr. Becker. “And mail as much of”? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

_ Mr. Becxrr. What would be your intention of inserting that correc- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. My intention of inserting that correction was this: 
These men were pushing me at that time, and claiming that I had 
500,000 tabloids to mail, and that I didn’t mail them all, and there- 
fore I didn’t do much outright, and I had fallen down on the job 
and was trying to defraud them, or something. 
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Mr. Breck) R. In other words, that was a CO itention made by Nilles 
or Surine—that you were defrauding somebody ; is that correct ‘ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Now, let us go back to a statement of Mr. Surine, 
these words “as many.” is that in your handwriting, before the name 
“Butler”: is that also scratched out ?¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Did you write in the words “as many”! 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becxer. What would be the purpose of inserting those words 
‘as many,” and what did you eliminate in doing that ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Because that referred to the same 500.000. I couldn't 
send out 500,000 of the pamphlets if I hadn’t mailed out 500,000 of 
the tabloids, because the, went together. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, vou were correcting the statement 
to make it more truthful, so there would be no question about it; 
sn’t that right ¢ 

You were making these little corrections so you would not be pinned 
lown as to the exact number: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You were just making the statement a little more 
truthful; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. A little more correct; yes. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. In other words, you were correcting this state 
ment to make it a little bit more correct : is that right ? 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Let’s go on to another correction. For example, just 
below that, what is this, Mr. Fedder, what are those words there ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. That is “as possible.” 

Mr. Becker. Is that in your handwriting / 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, why would you use, after the word 
“pamphlets,” the words “as possible” ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That goes with the other one; you see, that is one 
sentence: “I have also contracted on a bid basis to distribute and mail 

much of 500,000 tabloids and as many Butler pamphlets as possible.” 

[ was not responsible to the campaign headquarters for then 
ordering 500,000, and I did not want to be responsible for the left 
overs, because after the distribution and mailing we didn’t get rid of 
them, 

Mr. Becker. That is right. So there you made this a little mors 
correct ¢ ; 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. When you inserted the words “as possible,” you were 
making the statement a little more correct; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Then is this in your handwriting, too: “a little over”? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, that insert in your handwriting of “a little 
over,” those words appearing before “70,000,” what was the purpose 
of that ? 

Mr. Fepper. The purpose of that was because they said, “You got 
postage for 85,000 letters and you only mailed 70,000 letters, and you 
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didn’t mail them all.” They tried to accuse me of not mailing them 
all. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, somebody charged that you did not 
mail all these letters; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I couldn't mail them all. I printed 85,000, and de- 
livered 85.000 to Mrs. Meyers, but Mrs. Meyers only addressed and 
sent back something over 70,000, That is what I mailed and charged 
for. 

Mr. Becker. You wanted to make it a little clearer in that state- 
ment, and therefore you inserted the words “a little over”? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. I was not sure of the exact amount that 
Surine had written in. 

Mr. Becker. That is right, so you did not want to take the word of 
70,000, so you just inserted “a little over” before “70,000”; is that 
correct 4 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You were just making the statement a little more 
truthful ? 

Mr. Frepper. A little more correct. 

Mr. Becker. A little more correct. O. KK. 

Now, let’s go down a little further to another correction here. 
What are these words, Mr. Fedder—these words that I now point 
out to you on exhibit 22¢ First. are thev in your handwriting ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, they are in my handwriting. 

Mr. Beexer. What are these words / 

Mr. Fepper. It says “including $2,420 above.” 

Mr. Brexer. In other words, you wanted to include a certain 
amount of money that was not mentioned in this statement; is that 
correct / 

Frpper. Do you mind if I read over the statement before I 
answer it / 

Mr. Becker. Oh, no; you go right ahead. 

Mr. Frpper. Oh, yes. The sentence above says that I collected 
$2420, and down here, that is referring to the $2420, and then it says 
here “Altogether, I | have been paid by the Republican headqu: arters”- 
un L allowed to read that? 

Mr. Becker. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Frepoper. “Altogether, I have been paid by the Republican head- 
quariers in the Baltimore Hotel somewhere between fifteen and six- 
teen thousand dollars.” 

I did not want it to look like IT got this much, and then that much, 
because I had not got that much. It included the above. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. So in order to make that clear you wanted to 
insert the words “including 82.420 above” ? 

Mr. Becker. You wanted to make that very clear, and you wanted 
to refer to the fact that the “between fifteen and sixteen thousand 
dollars” included a certain amount of money that was mentioned be- 
fore in this statement: is that right ? 

Mr. Frpper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. What you were trying to do, then, was to make the 
statement a little more clear: is that correct ? 

Mr. i'epper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Now, let’s take the second page. You made some 
changes—or additions, rather—on the second page. 





on 


Loi 
pu 


ce 
m: 
th 
a 
m: 
th 
ho 
sil 


to 


ro 
an 


H 


to 


VO 
to 


ins 
fu 


res 


the 


sp 


ha 


shi 








BP hae esate 


MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 115 


Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Will you read the word that you inserted on the sec- 
ond page of exhibit 22? 

Mr. Fepper. The words that I inserted say “hoped to and would 
try to complete.” 

Mr. Becker. Now, when you inserted those words, what was the 
purpose of making that correction ? 

Mr. Frepper. The purpose of that correction was this: I had re- 
ceived the day before 50,000 cards and 50,000 stamps from Ray Kier- 
mas and Don Surine in Washington. They were trying to say to me 
that night that I took the 50,000 stamps, and took the 50,000 ecards, 
and I promised to do all of the 50,000 cards, and the only reason I 
made it that I mailed 11,000 was that I intended to defraud them of 
the balance. I made no promise to do the 50,000. IT couldn’t even 
hope to get the 50,000 out. I offered to help them do as many as pos- 
sible, and I would try to complete as many as possible for them. 

Senator Monronery. Pardon me just a moment, please. We want 
to get a little information on Mrs. Halley’s address in Baltimore. 

Mr. Fepper. I have it in my statement. May I refer to it, sir/ 

Senator Monroney. No: we want the address. 

Senator Hennines. You say Mrs. Edwards lives at 253 North Mon 
roe, and you say you then went to Mrs. Halley’s. Can you give us 
any information as to her first name, or her address ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t know her first name. | always call her Mrs. 
Halley. Her address is 408 East Lorraine A venue, 

Senator Hennines. All right. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. That is all, Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. So as, i understand it. you inserted the words “hoped 
to and would try to complete,” is that correct, Mr. Kedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. In order to have a complete understanding of what 
you intended to do in carrying out your responsibilities with respe 
to the addressing of the posteards, is that correct 4 

Mr. Fepprer. May I have that question again, Mr. Chairman / 

Senator Monroney. Read the question back to the w Ithess, pleas 

(‘The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Becker. I will reframe the question, Mr. Fedder. After you 
inserted the words “hoped to and would try to complete.” did that 
I ily convey a true statement of that phase ot your responsibility with 
respect 

Mr. Fepper. With respect tomy promise tothem ? 

Mr. Becker. That is right. 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. That Is correct ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Frpprer. Yes, si 

Mr. Becker. In alia ‘r words, as you changed this statement it would 
then be a true statement of the entire business transaction with re- 
spect to the post cards, is that correct, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Frepper. I am sorry to be like this, gentlemen, but I have to 
have that question again. My concentration isn’t quite as good as it 
should be. 

Senator Monronry. Read the question to the witness, please. 

(The question was read by the re porter. ) 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 
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Mr. Becker. So we have no misunderstanding about it, this para- 
graph which I will now read would then be a true statement of the 
post-card transaction, and you follow me, Mr. Fedder and Mr. Braiter- 
man, and I am reading from exhibit 22: 

On the project I dealt with on the Butler post cards I am hereby returning 
the $500 check— 

What did you do, strike out the word “and” ? 

Mr. Fepprer. No: that wasn’t mine. 

Mr. Becker (continuing) : 
which I was furnished by Mr. Surine today and 39,000 stamps which I received, 
inasmuch as I am unable to get addressed and mailed the amount of cards 
I said I hoped to and would try to complete. 

You have a little redundancy with the word “complete,” is that 
right ? 4 

Mr. Frepper. That “complete” was in there. 4 

Mr. Becker (continuing) : 

With this action I consider the post-card arrangement— 


I am sorry, but up to the word “complete,” was that a true state- 
ment ? % 

Mr. Fepprr. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, everything that I just read from this 
exhibit is absolutely true ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; the paragri aph you just read. 3 

Mr. Becker. There is no question about that ? 

Mr. Frepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. As a matter of fact, you made certain changes in it 
in order to make it correct ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You did not have any trouble with the pen in making 
that correction, did you? 

Mr. Frpper. I don’t remember whether I had trouble. I mean, I 4 
wrote it, it is there, you can read it. 

Mr. Becker. It was voluntary on your part? No one compelled you 
to make this change? 

Mr. Fepper. No one compelled me to make the change. 

Mr. Becker. No one forced you to do anything against your will 
in making these changes ¢ 


Mr. Fepprer. No. 3 


Mr. Becker. Now, where do you think that Mr. Surine, or anyone 
else got the information about the fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars 
that had been paid by the Republican headquarters that appears in 
exhibit 22? 

Mr. Frepper. That information was received from me. 3 


Mr. Becker. You gave Mr. Surine that information, is that correct ’ a 


Mr. Fepper. That is right. “How much money did you get al- 
ready,” he wanted to know. 

Mr. Becker. Was the statement that appears in that statement 
true‘ 

Mr. Fepper. It is true in the respect that I made it, but I did not 
know the amount myself. My mind was not perfectly clear as to 4 
how much I collected. I said fifteen or sixteen thousand, that is the 
veneral figure. 
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Mr. Brecker. I know, but Mr. Fedder, it says “somewhere between 
fifteen and sixteen thousand dollars.” Is that a true statement / 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Is that incorrect ? 

Mr. Fepper. No; I don’t think it is incorrect. 

Mr. Brecker. And you furnished them with that information, 
didn’t you ¢ 

Mr Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Now, how about the $2,420 that was given to you by 
checks, and the $20 cash, was that a true statement, were those true 
statements ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And where did Mr. Surine get that information ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. He knew how much money I got, and he was telling 
me how much I got, and he asked me was that how much I 
I said “Yes.” and he wrote it in. 

Mr. Becker. Was it a true statement ? 

Mr. kepper. That was a true statement. 

Mr. Becker. No question about it? 

Mr. Fepper. No question about it. 

Mr. Becker. Now, let us talk about something else. In connection 
with the distribution of this tabloid, it says: “I have also contracted 
on a bid basis to distribute—” and in your handwriting is that “as much 
as possible” ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. He wrote in there that [ contracted to distribute 500,- 
000, but I hadn’t. He wanted to know how much. I couldn’t say, 


I couldn’t tell him. He wanted to know how many. 
| did 500,000. 


got, and 


I couldn’t say 


Mr. Becker. Let me read the statement as corrected, and see if it 
is true: 

I have also contracted on a bid basis to distribute as much as possible of the 
00,000 tabloids and as many Butler pamphlets as possible, 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. F'epper. No; that is not correct. 

Mr. Becker. In what respect isn’t it correct, after you made that 
correction, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Frpprr. Because the whole 500,000 were not supposed to be 
distributed. We were supposed to mail these to the rural routes and 
business addresses in the State of Maryland. 

Mr. Becker. Didn't you have a chance to make that change in the 
statement ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. Well, now- 

Mr. Becker. 1 am sorry. I will withdraw the question. Mr. 
Braiterman has called my attention to a word I could not make out. 
l am sorry. 

l am going to reread the statement, and you can correct me if it 

wrong, because I cannot read your handwriting too well: 

| have also contracted on a bid basis to distribute and mail 

Is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker (continuing) : 


is much of 500,000 tabloids and as many Butler pamphlets as possible 
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Is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, as I read it, is that a correct statement of the 
fact? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. That is a true statement of the fact ? 

Mr. Frpper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Now, the next sentence: 

I also contracted to meter some letters originally estimated to me at 85,000 
letters, and I was advanced money for the metering, but there was only a little 
over 70,000. 

Is that correct? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: I printed 85,000 letters and received back only 
70,000. 

Mr. Becker. That statement is true? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. [Shaking head affirmatively. | 

Senator Henprickson. What was the answer’ The witness just 
nodded his head. 

Mr. Brarrerman. Answer. Say yes or no, he cannot get the shake of 
your head. 

Mr. Frpper. Oh; yes. 

Mr. Becker. Now, with respect to the fact that you metered some 
85,000 letters and were advanced money for the metering of 85,000, 
and there was only a little over 70,000, wouldn’t there be an 1 indication, 
or a suspicion that there were 15,000 that someone was being charged 
for and not receiving good value ? 

Mr. Fepper. There might have been a suspicion. There were 15,000 
missing, but I told Don Surine when he was writing that, that Mr. 
Senator Butler already had the receipts in his hands, to ) ple: ise let me go 
home and he could meet me at my office the next day, where I could 
go through my records, or he could go to Senator Butler, he didn’t 
have to bother me for the details. 

Mr. Becker. A minute ago you told me that statement was true, 
that you metered some 85,000 letters, and you were advanced money 
for 85,000 letters, but you only sent out a little over 70,000 letters, is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I say it is not worded correct. Wait a minute... I had 
printed 85,000 letters. Well, it was assumed 85,000 letters would come 
back to me. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, there is a difference of 15,000 letters, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Or about that? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And there was a claim that you were overcharging 
for 15,000 letters, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, this true statement that you Just men- 
tioned bears out the fact that there was an overcharge of about 15,000 
letters ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. There wasn’t an overcharge; they didn’t return all the 
letters I had given them. 
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Mr. Becker. Now, wasn’t the purpose of this statement to show that 
someone advanced you money for 85,000 letters, and there were just 
a little over 70,000 letters ? 

Mr. Fepper. I can’t say what their purpose was in writing the state- 
ment. 

Mr. Becker. Wasn't there quite an argument between you and Mr. 
Surine, and the others, as to this overcharging / 

Mr. Fepper. That happened all through the night. They kept say 
ing I defrauded them and didn’t do what I was supposed to do. 

Mr. Becker. There was a claim made that you were overcharging 
that many‘ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. ‘They were charging that you were cheating them out 
of some money ; in other words, they were hot ge etting full value re- 
ceived, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. ‘That was the charge being made, and you denied it, is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. But you did admit the fact there was a little differ 
ence of 15,000 letters, and that there might be at least some overchargt 
on it ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. There was no overcharge. 

Mr. Becker. What would it be ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I would not call it an overcharge. 

Mr. Becker. Someone was not getting value received 7 

Mr. Fepper. It was 15,000 letters they did not send back to me for 
metering, and they would have a credit coming. 

Mr. Becker. Well, put it in the form of a credit, then. 

Now, on November 6, Mr. Fedder, according to your own statement 
you were paid somewhere between fifteen and sixteen thousand dol- 
lars, is that correct 

Mr. Fepprer. Say that again. 

Mr. Becker. On November 6, when you made this statement, you 
had been paid fifteen to sixteen thousand dollars ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Is that right? 

Mr. Frpprer. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And at that time had you ever given the Republican 
campaign headquarters any kind of statement of the bill rendered for 
services that you performed in connection with the entire operation / 

Mr. Frepper. Not at that time, because this was during the night 
between Sunday and Monday morning; and Saturday, at the Republi 

i headquarters, I spoke to Senator Butler, and told him now that 
the mailing was complete, and the distribution almost. finished, that 
we could not get rid of all the 500,000; and, therefore, the money that 
they thought they would owe me woulk be much less, and he was happy 
to know he would not owe me as muc h, and I told him after the dis 
tribution was finished that I would give him the correct cost for the 
mailing and the distribution. 

Senator Hennines. You have inquired about Republican head 
quarters. 
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Mr. Becxer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And the witness has referred to Republican 
headquarters. 

Mr. Becker. It is stated in the statement. 

Senator Hennrnes. That is not Senator Butler’s headquarters 

Mr. Becker. It was the Butler campaign headquarters. 


Senator Hennrnes. When you refer to Republican headquarters, 


and to Butler headquarters, do you do so interchangeably ? 

Mr. Becker. It 1s Republican headquarters. Senator Butler, as 
you well know, was the Republican candidate for the Senate. I was 
referring to the use of the phrase “Republican headquarters” as used 
in the statement. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings wanted to know if you were 
still talking about the same headquarters. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Senator Hrnnines. Were they known as Senator Butler’s head- 
quarters or the Republican headquarters? What was the style of the 
headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. I thought you were talking between you. I didn't 
know you wanted me to answer that. I wasn’t even listening to your 
little argument there. I thought it was a private discussion. 

Senator Hennines. No; it was not a private discussion, Mr. Wit- 
ness; but let me ask you. Maybe I can help you and counsel get 
together on this, 

Counsel has been asking you about Republican headquarters. 

Mr. Becker. In all fairness, I mean, anything that is referred to in 
here would be Senator Butler’s campaign committee headquarters. 

Senator Hennines. The Butler campaign committee headquarters ? 

Mr. Frepper. It says here: “Republican headquarters.” I did not 
write that. 

Senator Henntnes. Did you have any dealings with a place known 
as Republican headquarters? 

Mr. Fepper. No. All my dealings and all my orders came from 
the Butler-for-Senator Campaign Committee. 

Senator Hennines. Where were these headquarters / 

Mr. Fepper. In the Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

Mr. Becker. Where were the Republican headquarters ? 

Mr. Fepper. In the same hotel. 

Mr. Becxer. And wasn’t Senator Butler the Republican candidate 
for Senator, and they had separate rooms for various candidates in 
the same hotel ¢ 

Mr. Fevprr. The Governor’s campaign was in the same hotel. 

Mr. Becker. It was in the same hotel; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And so were the Senator’s headquarters? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. So far as I know, all of the Republican 
headquarters were in the Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

Mr. Becxer. The only business you did was with the Republican 
headquarters for Senator Butler; is that correct? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 


Mr. Becker. There is no dispute about that? You were not doing 


business for anyone else ¢ 


Mr. Fepper. No. 
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Mr. Becker. We are talking about one and the same thing; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Becker, I don’t know what the facts are. 
I am just trying to find out. When you said in your last statement 
to the witness that you are talking about one and the same thing, is 
i form s understanding that the Republican headquarters—I take 

. for the Maryland campaign—and Senator Butler’s headquarters 
were identical ? 

Mr. Becker. No; I did not say that, sir. I am referring to the fact, 
so there is no confusion in the use of aa Saal “Republican.” 

Senator Hennrnes. I am having a little difficulty in finding out 
whether you are undertaking to suggest that the Republican head- 
quarters, as such, and the Butler headquarters were one and the same. 

Mr. Becker. Senator, so there is no confusion or misunderstanding 
when I am referring to Republican headquarters, I am referring to the 
Butler campaign headquarters as distinguished from the State com- 
mittee headquarters or another candidate’s headquarters. I did not 
want to create any misunderstanding or confusion on that score. My 
reference only concerns the campaign headquarters for Senator Butler. 
Whether it was called one name or the other, I do not know; I was not 
there. 

Senator Hennrnos. Here is an exhibit that has been introduced, 
exhibit No. 20. Are those the headquarters to which you refer in your 
examination of this witness ? 

Mr. Becker. Yes, sir. 

Senator HenninGs. What is the legend on that ? 

Mr. Becker (reading) : 

John Marshall Butler, Republican candidate for United States Senate, suite 
908, Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

So that there is no misunderstanding about it, are these headquarters 
I am now referring to, and which we are discussing, is there any 
questidn in your mind concerning the fact that these are the same 
headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. No; there is no question in my mind, 

Mr. Brecker. Now, the basic argument between you and Surine and 

Nilles and Moore, and anyone else in the car, and yourself, was an 
argument over money, wasn’t it; as to whether they received good 
value for the services in having these post cards properly ad¢ lressed ? 

Mr. Fepper. I did not understand the basis for their arguments 
with me, 

Mr. Becker. Didn't they feel 

Mr. Fepper. I did not get my instructions from them, nor was I 
supposed to. 

Mr. Becker. You had a certain understanding with Mr. Kiermas 
and Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Frepper. Only about the post-card job. I didn’t have anything 
to do with Senator Butler 

Mr. Becker. I am only talking about the post cards. 

Mr. Fepper. You did not say that. 

Mr. Becker. In connection with the post-card transactions, the dis- 
pute that took place between you, Surine, and the others, only involved 
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a dispute as to whether they were receiving full value on the under- 
taking of having these post cards properly “addressed and mailed—is 
that correct—and they did not feel you were doing a good job? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; they felt as though I didn’t do it right. 

Mr. Becxer. That was the charge ‘being made against you? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And you ‘felt you were doing everything you possibly 
could ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. What was that? 

Mr. Becker. You felt you were doing everything you possible 
could? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: I did. I worked like the devil. 

Mr. Becker. And that was the entire argument that took place, as 
to whether or not you mailed out sufficient post cards ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That wasn’t the argument the whole night. 

Mr. Becker. Well, what was the cause of the criticism on the part 
of Surine or Nilles or Moore, or anyone else ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Do you mind giving me that question again ? 

Senator Monroney. Read it, please. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Frepper. They seemed sore because I only had 11,000 done. 

Mr. Becker. Also the fact that you did not tell the truth about the 
mailing of a certain batch of cards; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr, Chairman, I just want to ask a question. 

Senator Monronry. Yes. 

Mr. Fepprr. Do I have to answer that “Yes” or “No,” or can I 
qualify it? 

Senator Monroney. You may explain your answer. 

Mr. Fepper. Now, may I have the question again ? 

Senator Monroney. Read it, please. 

(The question was reread by the reporter.) 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. I made a statement over the tele- 
phone that I had mailed the batch previous, because previous to my 
conversation with one of the men— it was either Nilles or Moore—from 
Mrs. Halley’s house, they had been in contact with my home, and 
when I called my home to see if there was any message from Don 
Surine, they were abusive to my wife, and my wife was practically 
hysterical when I te alked to her, ‘and when I talked to them they were 
abusive to me; and, in order to do what I thought would appease them, 
I said, “Don’t get excited; don’t worry; a big batch were already 
mailed.” 

Mr. Becker. You admitted telling an untruth; didn’t you? 

Mr. Frepper. I admitted it. 

Mr. Brecker. There wasn’t any question about that. Then couldn’ 
you very well appreciate the position on the other side; that their 
suspicions became rather aroused, first, over the untruth, and, secondly, 
over the fact that these cards were not getting addressed as fast as they 
should be? 

Mr. Fepper. At that time I was not too appreciative of them, or 
their attitude. They should have been more appreciative to me. I 
worked from 8 o’clock Saturday night until early Sunday morning, 
and all day Sunday, for nothing, just to do Senator Butler a favor. 

Mr. Becker. When you got the $18,000 worth of business wasn’t 
that a favor to you, too? 
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Mr. Fepper. That was a previous contract I had done for Senator 
Butler. 

Mr. Becker. Do you not think that it was a matter of good will? 

Mr. Fepper. It was good will, and it was because of my apprecia- 
tion for that that I told Mr. Kiermas I would try to pitch in and help 
all I could with the cards I was stuck with. 

Mr. Brecker. Isn't it a fact—let’s be frank with each other, Mr. 
Fedder—that this entire affair on November 5 or 6 was all part of a 
business undertaking to address a certain number of cards? Isn't that 
a fact ? 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Chairman, may I discuss this question with my 
counsel ¢ 

Senator MonrRONEY. Yes, 

(Mr. Fedder confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Frpper. I am ready to answer that question. 

Senator Monroney. The witness will answer the question. 

Mr. Frepper. That is what they said it started out to be, but after 
that they started questioning me about the letter J vot from Senator 
Butler, and other information concer ning Senator Butler's headquar- 
ters, which | thought was none of their business, and it changed the 
entire picture of that thing. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, after you just had a discussion—— 

Senator Monroney. Excuse me. The hearing is not in order. Will 
the guests please be as quiet as they can so all can hear the witness’ 
testimony when he answers any questions of counsel 4 

Mr. Becker. In other words, after you had this conference with 
your attorney, you now come up with an additional reason concerning 
a letter: is that right ? 

Mr. Date That additional reason? This is my first answer to 
that question. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, when you went from home to home 
to pick up these cards, was there any other purpose in these visits. 

Mr. Frepper. No other purpose than to get the cards. 

Mr. Becker. And, when you went to the post office on two occasions, 
was there any other purpose than mailing the post cards ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. No purpose but to mail the post cards. 

Mr. Beexer. In other words, that was still part of the business 
transactions you entered into the night before; isn’t that a fact ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You were not afraid, by any chance, that this state- 
ment of November 6 would come out and be shown around, and that 
there may have been a credit that someone would have been entitled to 
on these letters: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Well—— 

Mr. Brewer. I withdraw the question, and I will reframe it. 

Mr. Fedder, you said you were afraid during that night; is that 
correct. 4 

Mr. Frepper. Yes: that is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Were you the least bit afraid of the fact that, when 
this statement would be made public—referring to exhibit 22—it 
would be evidence of the fact that you were making an overcharge or 
that someone was entitled to a credit ? 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir: I was not afraid of that. Senator Butler al- 
ready had that information. 








124 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Becker. Did you ever make up a complete file or complete 
statement of all the work you did for the campaign headquarters 
for John Marshall Butler? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir; I give them a final statement. 

Mr. Becker. When did you give that to them ? 

Mr. Fever. The final and last statement was on November 9. 

Mr. Becker. Did you give them any kind of detailed statement 
prior to that time? 

Mr. Fepper. I think I did. 

Mr. Brecker. Have you got a record of it with you, Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Frpprr. I am not sure—— 

Mr. BrarrerMan. What is the date of the statement ? 

Mr. Brecker. November 9. 

Mr. Frepper. I am not sure whether I gave a previous statement. 
I don’t remember for sure, but 1 did give them a final statement on 
November 9. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, Mr. Fedder, is this the mimeographed state- 
ment you read from yesterday morning ? 

Mr. Ferpper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. I ask that it be marked with the next exhibit number 
and made a part of the record. 

Senator Hennines. It is already in the record; isn’t it, Mr. Becker ? 

Senator Monroney. It will be an exhibit; it will not have to be 
recopied / 

Mr. Becker. That is correct. That will be exhibit 26. 

Senator Monronry. Very well. 

(The document referred to above will be found in the files of the 
committee. ) 

Mr. Brecker. Now, Mr. Fedder, when you testified yesterday I 
showed you a statement of an interview with Mr. William Fedder 
at his home at 4214 Norfolk Avenue, Baltimore, Md., which is now 
known as exhibit No. 24. 

Mr. Fepprer. Yes. 

Mr. Brecker. Do you remember seeing that statement here yes- 
terday. 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, I remember seeing the statement, 

Mr. Becker. I asked you certain questions as to whether or not 
you used such a statement in preparation for the statement which 
you read from, now known as exhibit No. 26, and you answered on 
page 212 of the testimony, and I quote: 


Mr. Fepper. I didn’t have a copy of that at the time I was preparing the state- 


ment. I had read that copy earlier in the day. 
Is that correct? Did you make such a statement ? 
Mr. Fepper. I made such a statement. 
Mr. Becker. Was that statement true? 
Mr. Brarrerman. I would like to hear the question. 


Mr. Becker. The attorney, Mr. Braiterman, is asking me to refer 


to the question. There is quite a bit of dialogue—— 


Senator Monronry. Perhaps if we gave the witness a copy of the 


transcript it would be helpful. 


Mr. Brecker. I am permitting the attorney to see the testimony, 


sir. 
Senator Monroney. Very well. 
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Mr. Frpper. I am trying to see the question that got that answer 
from me. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. I have my copy marked up, and I do not want certain 
notes to be visible, so I will cover the first part. 

[ am waiting for his answer, sir. 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Chairman, may I confer with my attorney right at 
this moment ¢ 

Senator Monroney. All right. 

(Mr. Fedder confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to answer the question. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

Mr. Fepprr. The answer as I gave it yesterday is not correct. When 
the question was asked there was a lot of discussion about some proce- 
dure between the chairman and counsel, and a lot of time elapsed, and 
by the time I got to answer I probably was mixed up. 

Senator Monronry. What are you saying now in answer to counsel’s 
question ¢ : 

Mr. Fepper. I am saying now that the answer to the question he 
had is wrong. 

Senator Monroney. If you had a copy of the statement made by the 

investigator at the time you prepared your statement ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I had a copy—that statement was not correct, and I 
even said from this chair, when that statement was brought up as testi 
mony yesterday, I said that that was not correct, and that it was not 
under oath, and I had not signed it, and it was neither complete nor 
correct, 

Senator Henprickson. Do you mean you gave the investigator inac 
curate and improper information? Is that what you mean? 

Mr. Fepper. No, I don’t mean I gave him improper and false a, 
mation. What I mean is this: that at that time I made a couple o 
statements, I must have said it to them, otherwise they would not have 
been in there, but there are several points, when I reread that state 
ment I saw some discrepancies, and before I made my prepared state 
ment, I corrected it. That statement was not complete, either, it went 
only until 6 in the morning. 

Senator Henprickson. How is it that discrepancies crept into the 
statement ¢ 

Mr. Frepprr. I must have said it, but that interview was between 10 
at night and 6 in the morning, and Mr. Fried called me Saturday 
evening and asked could he see me, that he had been in Washington 
all day, and that is why he was late, and he said that I had given state 
ments to Senator Tyding’s office, and other statements, and statements 
to the newspaper, that were more complete than what I said at Senator 
Tyding’s office, and would I give him an interview. Being late and 
me being tired, I guess we made a couple of mistakes. 

Mr. Becker. There isn’t anything new in working all night, is 
there? J take it from this statement you worked from 10 o'clock at 
night until 6 in the morning, is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepprer. What do you mean by that, it isn’t anything new/ I 
don’t make that a daily practice. 

Mr. Becker. Well now, Mr. Fedder, when you told this honorable 
committee yesterday, under oath, that you did not have a copy of the 
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statement made by Mr. Fried, of February 17, 1951, you told this 
committee an untruth, is that correct ‘ 

Mr. Fepper. That statement is not correct. 

Mr. Becker. You lied to this committee when you said you did not 
have the statement, which is now exhibit No. 24, in your possession 
when you prepared your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Chairman, may I confer with my counsel? 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(Mr. Fedder confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to answer that question. 

Senator Monroney. The witness will answer. 

Mr. Fepper. I did not lie to this committee, because to me, a le 
means an intentional untruth. I did not come here with any inten- 
tional untruths. It is possible that under the pressure of counsel, and 
the lapse of time between the question and the answer, that I may 
have misunderstood the question, and as it turned out to be, it is not 
an absolute fact. but I did not intentionally lie to this committee. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, let me read you the next question, and the 
next answer you made? 

Senator Monroney. What page are you reading from, please / 

Mr. Becker. Page 213, sir, still referring to the statement: 

Mr. Beeker. When did you read it and where did you get it? 

Mr. Fevper. I got it from Mr. Fried earlier in the day. 

Is that answer that you made to that question true ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Chairman, may I consult with my attorney here? 

Senator Monronry. Well, is it necessary / 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, si 

Senator + sete All right. 

(Mr. Fedder confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Chairman. I am ready to answer. 

Senator Monroney. Go ahead. The committee hearing will please 
be in order. Will you restate the question, please ? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Frepprer. Now that a point is made of this question I am not 
sure, but I had this in my possession before I prepared this prepared 
statement. I don’t remember exactly when I got it. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you don’t now whether you got it 
earlier in the day or a few days before, do you? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not remember exactly when I got that. 

Mr. Becker. Now I want to ask you the same question I asked you 
before, whether the answer you made to that question was true? 

Mr. Frepper. No, I made a mistake. 

Mr. Becker. Now, was it a mistake, or did you tell, under oath, a 
lie, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Frepper. It was a mistake. I should have said that I didn’t 
remember. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, you were under oath yesterday, and you 
still are under oath, is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And when you took that oath you were to tell the truth, 
is that correct? ; 

Mr. Fepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And when you are under oath and you tell something 
that is not so, isn’t that an untruth, from your point of view? 
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Mr. Fepper. It is an untruth; yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And if it isan untruth, isn’t that a he ¢ 

Mr. Feppver. There is a difference between an untruth and a lie. 

Mr. Becker. There is a difference between an untruth and a le ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Will you tell us what that difference is 4 

Mr. Fepper. The difference comes in the interpretation of the think 
ing of a man. 

Mr. Br KER, What is that difference in the interpretation of the 
thinking of a man? 

Mr. Frepper. A lie is a deliberate intention to tell an untruth. =] 
had no such intention. I made a mistake and did not remember the 
exact time when I got that statement. 

Mr. Becker. Isn’t it a fact that you have been trying to conceal 
Mr. Fried ever since you have been testifying ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I have no reason to conceal Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, when you prepared the statement from 
which you testified, now known as exhibit 26, didn’t you take out 
bodily excerpt after exce) pl of the statement taken by Mr. Frit d, which 
is known as exhibit 24? 

Mr. Fepper. I cannot be responsible for the statement, exhibit No. 
24, because it was not taken in transcription, nor did I swear to it, nor 
did 1 see it before it was typewritten. 

Mr. Becker. Now, will you be good enough to hold in your hand 
the statement from which you read, and let us see if you did not talk 
out bodily, statements which were in the interview of Mr. Fedde 
by Mr. Fried, and known as exhibit 24. Just let us see if you did 
not take those excerpts out bodily. and | will only eall your attentiol 
to a few samples. 

Let us start from the beginning, and I want your attorney to watch 
meas I go along. 

Mr. Fepper. Do you want an answer to that question ¢ 

Mr. Becker. Just let me ask the question, Mr. Fedder, please, and 
I want your attorney to watch me as I read from exhibit 24, and you 
are now reading from a statement from which you read yesterday 
morning, known as exhibit 26, and just let us see whether or not you 
took some of those statements out bodily. 

Let's take the second paragraph of your statement, and in the second 
line of that paragraph you notice the word “told.” 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Brexer. Do you see that word “told” 4 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. I am now going to read from exhibit No. 24, which is 
the Fried statement, which Iam using only for the purpose of identi- 
fication—now, I am reading, just watch me: 

He told me that he had finished some lay-outs for the John Marshall Butler 
Campaign committee and that Mr. John Jonkel, campaign manager, had asked 
him to recommend a good printer 

Do you see that same sentence in your statement 

Mr. Frepprer. I do. 

Mr. Becker. Word for word ? 

Mr. Frepper. Right. 

Mr. Becker. Let’s read on: 
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“He took me over to”—now there is a change; you omitted the 
words, no, just a minute : 

“He took me over to the Baltimore Hotel”; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. But you have inserted the words “Butler headquarters 
at the”; is that right? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. With the exception of the words “Butler headquarters 
at the,” the statement reads the same; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Let me continue. After the words “Lord Baltimore 
Hotel” it reads: “and introduced me to Mrs. Van Dyke.” 

And you have inserted the word “Katherine”; is that correct / 

Mr. Frpper. I am following you. 

Mr. Becker (reading). “And Mr. Jonkel.” 

Mr. Frepprr. I am following you. 

Mr. Brcxer. Now, the beginning of another paragraph; let me 
call your attention to the sec ond paragraph, beginning with the words 
“After this conversation”; doesn’t that par agraph “begin with the 
same words? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becxer. In other words, the Fried interview and the state- 
ment you made is identical, even in the beginning of the paragraph; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Word for word? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Let’s take the third paragraph and see how that begins. 
It begins: 

“The first piece I delivered was You Sure Did, Senator,” and so 
on. Isthat identical, word for word ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Brecxer. Now let me call your attention to something in this 
statement on the fourth line of that paragraph. Do you see that there 
is a space between the word “letters” and a period ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Brecker. Is there any particular reason for that space, Mr. 
Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. What was the reason for that space? 

Mr. Fepper. There were two words in there 

Mr. BrarrerMan. Just a minute. May I see that? 

Mr. Brecker. In other words, in the Fried statement it said, “exhibit 
attached,” and you just struck out those words and picked it up when 
you were stenciling the statement ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Isn’t it a fact—I don’t want to take up too much time 
on this—that you have taken out bodily statement after statement of 
the Fried statement and inserted it in your statement, isn’t that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I used that as a memorandum. 

Senator Hennrncs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask something here? 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings. 
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Senator Hennrinas. I don’t want to interrupt you, except to in- 
quire as to what you mean when you say “the Fried statement” ¢ 

Mr. Becxer. Remember, before in the record I identified, when I 
referred to exlnbit 24, I specifically said in the record that I was 
referring to it in that manner for the purpose of identification, sir, 
and I made it very clear that I was using it only for identification 
purposes. 
~ Senator Henninos. That is the statement compiled by Mr. Fried, 
s that correct ¢ 

Mr. Becker. That is right, sin 

Senator Hennines. Is that the statement that took so long to 
compile 4 

Mr. Becker. That is right, from 10 o’clock in the evening to 6 
o'clock the next morning. 

Senator Monroney. It was the statement of Mr. Fedder to Mr. 
Fried ¢ 

Mr. Becker. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. There is no claim that it was Mr. Fried’s own 
statement ¢ 

Mr. Becker. Oh, no, sir. I am only referring—so there is no mis- 
understanding, when I refer to what would be the Fried statement, 
r the February statement, I am referring to exhibit 24, which was 
the interview of Mr. Fedder that began at 10 o’clock at night and was 

neluded at 6 a. m., which was taken by Mr. Fried, investigator of 
this committee, sir. 

I would like the record to show that the witness is still conferring 
with his counsel, sit 

Mr. Frepprr. Excuse me, sir, | am sorry. I want to make one com- 
ment here, that while I had talked to Mr. Fried, and talked to some 
newspapers, and talked with Senator Tydings’ office, to Mr. Me Der- 
mott, I still had nothing in writing to show me or give me a guide of 
anything I had said, and I did not know until Monday afternoon late 
that I was even going to be allowed to have a pre pared statement. I] 
had to get busy Monday night and start preparing this statement. 
| had to have something in writing, but I will not vouch for that 
statement that Mr. Fried typed. 

Mr. Beexer. Well, now, Mr. Fedder, let’s get back to my question. 

did not want to take the time of this honorable committee to go 
down statement by statement, and I asked you a simple question, 
didn’t you take out bodily statement after statement of the interview 
of February 17, 1951, and incorporate it into your statement word for 
word ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; I took those parts out which I remembered to be 
correct. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, shall we go and continue further to show 
that you have taken out paragraph after paragraph of this interview 
ind incorporated it in your statement? Paragraphs, I am talking 
ibout, 

Mr. Fepver. I want to ask counsel one question: I don’t quite under- 
se the question. Does he mean by “taking out of that statement,” 

oes he mean eliminating certain things in that statement that I don’t 
lave in my statement, or does he mean taking out parts of that state- 
lent ¢ 
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Senator Monroney. You mean that he used those parts of the 
statement / 

Mr. Becker. Surely. Listen, Mr. Fedder, if there is anything that 
is not clear I will be glad to reframe the question so there will ‘be no 
misunderstanding about it. Iam only referring to the fact that you 
took or used— 

Mr. Fepper. I used that as a guide when I was preparing this state- 
ment. 

Mr. Becker. But you used paragraphs of the interview with Mr. 
Fried, without making any change whatsoever, and incorporated it 
into your statement, isn’t that a fact ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right, that is right. 

Mr. Becker. As a matter of fact, there is very little that you did 
not use in your prepared statement that was not in Mr. Fried’s 
interview / 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct, because as I said yesterday from this 
chair, that if you took all the stories T told to everybody you would 
find the thing probably 95 or 98 percent accurate. There are some 
variations between the times I tell it. It is a hard thing to remember 
exactly everything right under pressure. 

Mr. Becker. Why did you conceal the truth that you used the Fried 
interview and incor por: ated it in your statement ? 

Mr. Fepprr. Mr, Chairman, may I confer with counsel / 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

(Mr. Fedder confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to answer now. 

Senator Monroney. All right. 

Mr. Fepper. I am not trying to conceal any truth. IT had already 
explained that between these questions there was a lot of discussion 
from counsel to the chairman, and in the lapse of time I made a mis- 
take, or became confused under pressure, and did not understand it. 

Mr. Becker. May I ask the recorder to repeat the question so Ll may 
get a relevant answer, sir / 

Senator Monroney. The reporter will read the question. 

(The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Senator Monronry. Now read the answer of the witness. 

(The record was read by the reporter.) 

Senator Monroney. Thank you. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, wouldn't it have been an easier thing 
to have told this committee yesterday that you used the Fried inter- 
view and incorporated it in your statement ? 

Mr. Frpper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Why were you trying to come Mr. Fried? 

Mr. Fepper. I didn’t realize—I don’t know, I didn’t realize that I 
was trying to shield anybody. I have got nothing to conceal. What- 
ever you want to ask me I am going to answer. I wasn’t trying to 
conceal anything. 

Mr. Becker. If I told you that Mr. Fried became an investigator 
on January 4, would that refresh your recollection as to about the 
time that he told you that he was an investigator for this subecom- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: because it was after we had been to Senator 
Tydings’ office. 

Mr. Becker. That refreshes your recollection, is that right? 
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Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you told this honorable committee that you saw 
Mr. Fried daily; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Is there any particular significance that when you 
had seen him daily for a couple of months that it was necessary for 
you to spend all night, from 10 o'clock at night to 6 o'clock in the 
morning on February 17 to compile the statement or interview now 
known as exhibit 24? 

Mr. Fepper. May I ask that date again, the date of that? 

Mr. Becker. February 17. 

Mr. Frpper. Do you have a calendar 4 

Mr. BECKER. The witness would like to have a calendar. Does 
someone have a calendar 4 

Mr. Fepper. It is not that important. May I have that question 
again ¢ 

Senator Monronry. Read the question, please. 

[he question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Fepper. Well, I had no way of knowing that he needed the 
statement. I had not been asked for it before. It is probably evi 
dence that the committee did not have a full statement and they sent 
Mr. Fried to get it. They must have suddenly realized they did not 
havea full statement. It wasn’t my fault. 

Mr. Becker. Do you think there was any significance in the fact 
that this was on the eve of the hearing when Senator Tydings may 
have been preparing his statement to this honorable committee ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I would have no way of knowing. 

Mr. Becker. You don’t know whether there is any reference to 
any statements by vou in his statement to this honorable committee; 
do you? 

Mr. Frepper. Explain that a little. 

Mr. Becker. Will you read the question, pleas 

(‘The quest ion Was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Fepprr. You mean any reference to my statement in Senator 
Tydings’ report to the committee? I don’t know. I haven't checked 
it: 1 wouldn't know. 

Mr. Becker. You don’t know whether Mr. Fried was interviewing 
you that eve ning and furnished any information to anyone outside of 
this committee, do yout 

Mr. Fepper. No; I have no way of knowing that. 

Mr. Becker. You don’t attach any significance to that fact at all? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t attach any significance, or I don’t grasp what 
you want from me. 

Senator Henprickson. May I ask a question at this point before 
I overlook it ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hrenprickson. Mr. Fedder, in your statement of vesterday, 
your formal statement, you said this right toward the end of your 
statement on the last page, where you were referring to whom you 
should tell this story to, you said, “When I tried to decide who to tell 
it to, I pic ked Senator T ydings. ” 

Now, will you tell the committee at this point whether you picked 
Senator Tydings, or whether Mr. Fried picked Senator Tydings? 
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Mr. Fepper. I said in here that I picked Senator Tydings, and I 
don’t think at the time, I can’t say for sure, because I cannot know 
everything about every man’s life, ‘but I don’t think that at that time 
Mr. Fried had even known Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Friedenberg knew Mr. Tydings. 

Mr. Frepper. I said that. 

Mr. Becker. And Mr, Friedenberg was a friend of yours? 

Mr. Fepper. Not a friend of mine, he was a friend of Mr. Fried. 
I knew him, but—— 

Mr. Becker. Did Mr. Friedenberg bring Mr. Fried in, is that the 
way it happened ? 

Mr. Frpper. Mr. Fried told the story to Mr. Friedenberg, and 
Friedenberg had talked to Tydings. Evidently Friedenberg wanted 
me to go to Tydings long before this. 

Mr. Becker. Fr iedenberg wanted you to go to Tydings long before ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Then you did not pick Senator Tydings, 
but somebody else suggested him to you? 

Mr. Fepper. He was suggested long ago. I picked him. I could 
have gone to Drew Pearson, or to Senator Butler. Senator Butler 
never answered my call, It was I who made the decision to who I was 
going to talk to. 

Senator Henpricxson. It seems strange to me that you did not go 
to the legal authorities long before you went to anybody else. 

Mr. Fepper. That is your opinion, and you are entitted to it. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, let’s get this trio again. I do not have 
it exactly clear in my mind yet, but did you first discuss it with Fried, 
and then from Fried to Friedenberg, and Friedenberg to Senator 
Tydings, is that the way it operates / 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. Give me the chronology of it. 

Mr. Fepper. I had talked about it to Mr. Fried. He approached me 
on it. I didn’t know he knew. I did not approach him. 

Mr. Becker. He approached you? 

Mr. Fepper. Like I explained, the policeman on the beat told Fried. 

Mr. Becker. I am trying to get the major thing. Fried came to 
you; is that right? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. Fried told me about what the policeman told 
him, and asked me what it was all about. 

Mr. Becker. Then when did you go to Mr. Friedenberg? 

Mr. Fepper. I met him one day in the garage. 

Mr. Becxer. Then you had this discussion in the garage; is that 
correct ? 
Mr. Fepper. Yes; but—— 

Mr. Becker. But who made the appointment? 

Mr. Brarrerman. You asked him a question and did not give him 
a chance to answer it. 

Mr. Becker. Before I had ever talked to Mr.—— 

Mr. BrarrermMayn. Just a moment. 

Mr. Becker. We will reframe the question and let Mr. Fedder 
start the answer all over again. Is that all right? 

Who made the appointment to see Senator Tydings? 

Mr. Fepper. I just thought of another thing that should come in 
when I started to say “but,” may I say it? 
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Mr. Brecker. Yes, sure: go ahead. 

Mr. Fepper. Before I had met Mr. Friedenberg in the picture, 
I had met Mr. Dempsey. ‘That was before. And then Dempsey 
asked me not to say anything about it. 

Senator Monroney. Please identify Mr. Dempsey. 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Ray Dempsey. 

Senator Monroney. I believe you testified yesterday as to that. 

Mr. Frpper. I testified yesterday that he came to see me after Mr. 
Fried 

Senator Monroney. For the purposes of the record, who is he? 

Mr. Frepper. He is in the insurance business, and he is prominent 
in the Republican Party of Maryland, and he has been appointed by 
Governor McKeldin, I believe, as executive assistant, or whatever the 
right name is, in the State of M: iryli ind. 

Senator Monronry. We just wanted a proper identification. 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Fried asked me permission to make an appoint- 
ment with Mr. Dempse vy, would | ple ase tell Mr. De MmMpsey this story. 
This was still during the period when I was trying to contact Sena- 
tor Butler. I agreed to it, and Mr. Fried brought Mr. Dempsey to my 
oflice and introduced us, and I told him the story; I told him I was 
trying to call Senator Butler, and that Senator Butler had not an- 
swered. He said he knew John Butler well. He said, “Don’t talk to 
anybody about it, and I will try to straighten it out.” 

So I agreed to that. Then about a week later I got—well, after 
that, I never heard any more from Mr. Ray Dempsey, and then evi- 
dently Mr. Fried after that had talked to—well, I can’t say when he 
talked to Mr. Friedenberg, but I had met Friedenberg after that. 

Mr. Becker. But now I want to go back to the first question, Mr. 
Fedder. Who made the appointment with Senator Tydings? 

Mr. Fepper. The appointment with Senator Tydings was made by 
Mr. Friedenberg. 

Mr. Becker. And Mr, Fried, too? 

Mr. Fepper. I can’t say if he made the appointment. He was there. 

Mr. Brecker. He was there? 

Mr. Frpper. Yes. : 

Mr. Becker. You did not invite Mr. Fried to attend the conference 
on the 19th or 21st of December, did you? 

Mr. Fepprer. We all went together. I can’t say if I gave him an 
invitation. 

Mr. Becker. Where did you meet before you went to the office? 

Mr, Fepper. We met in Washington, after the funeral; we met in 
the Statler Hotel. 

Mr. Brecker. Was that by prearrangement with Fried, Frieden- 
berg, and you? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Friedenberg went to Washington with Mr. Fried, 
and Fried and Friedenberg evidently probably went over together. 

I went earlier that day to Washington to attend a funeral, and after 
the funeral we had a prearrangement to meet—I had prearrangements 
to meet Mr. Fried and Mr. Friedenberg at the Statler Hotel. And 
from the Statler Hotel we went to Senator Tydings’ office. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. By the way, did you talk to a Mr. Skop last 
night? Do you know who he is? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: I know Mr. Skop. Not very well. I mean, I 
met him at the campaign headquarters. 
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Mr. Becker. Did you talk to him last night, by any chance? | 
Mr. Fepper. I exchanged a few words with him yesterday; yes. 
Mr. Becker. Did you make this statement, that Mr. Fried had got- 
n you into all this mess? 

Mr. Frepper. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Becker. You did not make that statement at all / 

Mr. Fepper. No; that was his statement. 

Mr. Becker. That was his statement ? 

Mr. Fepper. He made that statement to me, and I said, “Don’t be 
foolish.” 

Mr. Becxer. Now, Mr. Fedder, the first time that you ever spoke 
with Senator Butler was on the telephone, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And before you spoke to Senator Butler on the phone, 
you talked to his son ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. I left a message. 

Mr. Becker. And do you remember the statement you made to his 
son ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Yes: I have it in here, in my statement. 

Mr. Becker. Do you remember it without looking at that state- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t know if I will remember it word for word, but 
I will give you the thought of it. and the main fact of it. 

Senator Monroney. Is this the interview / 

Mr. Becker. It is in both statements, the conversation with the son 
is in both the interview of February 17 and the statement he made 
yesterday, sir. 

Senator Monronery. The reason I am wondering about it, it is now 
a little after 12, and the committee agreed to recess from 12 to 2 each 
day. We did not want to cut you off in the middle of an important 
development. 

Mr. Becker. It will be perfectly all right to adjourn, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Do you want to go on for a few more minutes ? 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much, but the trouble is, you never 
know where it will lead to, and I think it may be healthier to adjourn 
how. 

Senator Monroney. The committee will stand adjourned now— 
first, I believe Mr. McDermott has something he wants to ask. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that in the questioning that counsel was 
conducting just before we recessed that he mentioned a Mr. Skop. 

Mr. Becker. That is right, sir. 

Mr. McDermott. Is Mr. Skop present in the hearing room at this 
time ¢ 

Mr. Sxor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDrgmorr. Will yousbe available immediately after we re- 
convene at 2 o'clock ? 

Mr. Sxop. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. What is the name of the gentleman, Mr. 
McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Harry Skop. 

Senator Moyronry. Thank you. 

Very well. The hearing is now recessed until 2 o'clock this after- 
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(Whereupon, at 12:10 p. m., a recess was taken to reconvene at 2 
p.m. this same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The committee reconvened at 2 p. m., upon the expiration of the 
recess. ) 

Senator Monroney. The committee hearing will be in order. 

Before we start with further cross-examination of our witness, Mr. 
McDermott has a matter to take up. 

Mr. McDrermorr. I would like to introduce into the official record 
of this subcommittee a letter dated February 27, 1951, from Cornelius 
P. Mundy, addressed to Edward A. McDermott, counsel for the Sub- 
committee on Committee Elections, which was received by me this 
morning, to which is attached a copy of a letter from Mr. Jonkel to 
Mr. Mundy; a copy of a telegram from Mr. Mundy to Mr. Jonkel; and 
a copy of a letter from Mr. Mundy to Mr. Jonkel. 

I now introduce this document into the record. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection it will be received as exhibit 
No. 27. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub 
committee. ) 

Senator Monronery. The assistant counsel, Mr. Becker, will con- 
tinue with his cross-examination. The record will show Mr. Fedder 
was sworn yesterday and this is a continuation of his testimony and 
cross-examination, 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. FEDDER—Resumed 


Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, the first conversation of any kind that 
vou had with Senator Butler was when he returned your telephone 
call? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. That was November—— 

Mr. Fepper. That was in the early- 

Mr. Becker. November 2? 

Mr. Frepper. [ called him ona Wednesday night and he returned my 
eall. 

Mr. Becker. You never spoke to him before that ? 

Mr. Fepper. Never before that. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever see him before that 

Mr. Frpper. Never saw him before that. 

Mr. Becker. Then you saw him in his office the following morning ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And had a very pleasant talk with him ? 

Mr. Fevper. Yes. He is a very nice man. 

Mr. Becker. Was it at that time that you received a letter from him, 
or did he 

Mr. Frepper. He sent the letter later in the afternoon. 

Mr. Becker. How long did you talk with Senator Butler that morn- 
ing 4 

Mr. Frpprer. Just a few moments, to say hello. shook hands with 
him, wished him luck, and that I was sorry to bother him so late but 
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I was worried about it. He said: “It is perfectly all right, I am glad 
you called.” That is about the length of the conversation. 

Mr. Becker. And the discussion was about the payment of money 
that was due you at the time? 

Mr. Fepper. That is the only thing we-could talk about. 

Mr. Becker. You wanted some assurances that you were going to 
get paid ? 

Mr. Frepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And on November 3, how much was due and owing to 
you at that time? 

Mr. Frpper. I would say approximately $9,000. 

Mr. Becker. About $9,000¢ Are you sure of that? 

Mr. Fepper. I said approximately. 

Mr. Becker. Can you tell by your bills? 

Mr. Fepper. I can tell by the bills. 

Mr. Becker. Look at the bills. 

Mr. Frepper. May I look at the statement? It will be easier. I will 
not have to go through all that. 

(A document was handed to the witness by counsel.) 

Mr. Fepper. I am not certain. I would put it at somewhere around 
$7.420 or $8,400. 

Mr. Becker. When did you receive the next payment ? 

Mr. Fepper. Wait a minute. I answered that wrong. 

Mr. Becker. Just take your time. 

Mr. Frepper. I would say it was either around $9,000 or $10,000. 

Mr. Becker. How do you figure it out ? 

Mr. Frpper. I figure it out this way: later, on Friday, I received 
$5,000, which was the last payment I had received from the Butler 
headquarters, leaving a balance of $1,825.07. 

Mr. Becker. $1,825? That was the balance? 

Mr. Frpper. I did not say the balance was $1,825. You did not let 
me finish. 

Mr. Becker. I am sorry. 

Mr. Frepprer. The balance of $1,825 was after I had received the 
$5,000, but you asked me what was the conversation I had with him that 
morning. That morning was before I got the $420 that Miss Jean 
Kerr brought over and it was before the $5,000 that I got from Senator 
Butler, and it was before the $1,825.07 balance. 

So those three sums totaling up come to $9,225.07. The reason I 
said $9,000 or $10,000, without “refreshing my memory, without going 
back to my prepard statement, I do not remember whether that $1, 000 
check that I mentioned in my testimony that I received from Mrs. 
Van Dyke. 

| believe that was either—I think that was also that same day, on 
Thursday, that $1,000. That would bring it up to about $10,000, 
a little over $10,000. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, didn’t you make a statement to the effect 
that you told Senator Butler that you had done close to $20,000 worth 
of work and was still due approximately $12,000? 

Mr. Fepper. I did not make that statement to him. I said it in 
my testimony. Early that morning, that night when he called me, 
that is as close as 1 could remember. I did not have a statement in 
front of me or my books in front of me to refresh my memory. 
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I did not give him an accurate figure and tell him that is how much 
money he owed me. 

Mr. Becker. You did not tell this honorable committee at any 
time that the statement that you made to him that there was $12,000 
due was a correct statement or incorrect statement, did you? 

Mr. Froper. No; but if I had anything to hide or were lying about 
it I would not have repeated $12,000 the same as I repeated to Senator 
Butler. 

Mr. Becker. That same statement appeared in the interview with 
Mr. Fried, exhibit No. 24. 

Mr. Fepper. It might have also been in because I was repeating the 
same conversation and I told it the same way, whether that was the 
actual figure or not. I was merely repeating the conversation. 

Mr. Becker. So the only discussion that took place was that it was 
a question of the amount of money that was due for printing material 
or any other work that you performed; is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That morning? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Fepper. I do not think we even discussed the amounts of money 
that morning. 

Mr. Becker. What did you discuss? 

Mr. Frepper. I saw him for a brief couple of minutes. I do not 
think we discussed any exact amounts of money that were due yet. 
I just apologized to him for bothering him so late at night. He said 
“Don’t worry about that, Iam glad you called.” I shook hands with 
him and wished him the best of luck. We did not discuss how much 
money he owed me at that time. 

Mr. Becker. Your main interest, however, at the time of that con- 
versation with Senator Butler was to get paid; is that correct 4 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. I was following up my previous tele- 
phone conversation with him. 

Mr. Becker. There was nothing else discussed at that time; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. That is correct. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Becker. When was the next time that you saw Senator Butler? 

Mr. Fepprer. The next time that I saw Senator Butler was Saturday, 
November 4, I think that is; around noontime. It was early after- 
loon. 

Mr. Becker. What was the purpose of your visit to see him on that 
occasion ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. My purpose on that visit was that I had been in contact 
with my attorney and he advised me—he had a letter prepared which 
I was to take to Senator Butler for his signature, or someone’s signa- 
ture at headquarters, which is already in the testimony. It has been 
entered. ‘That, on the strength of that letter, we delivered goods even 
though not paid for. We extended extra credit. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, after you received the letter from Senator 
Butler, now exhibit No. 20, you had your attorney prepare another 
letter; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not remember if I had him prepare it or if that 
was his suggestion. I do not remember it. But another letter was 
prepared. 
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Mr. Becker. Was not the letter prepared by your attorney Mr. 
Braiterman, in your office? 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir. Wait a minute, I should not say “No, sir,” 
I do not remember. 

Mr. Becker. Did you not tell me last Friday night that Mr. Braiter- 
man came to your ollice with his stationery and then typed the letter 
up in your oflice ? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Braiterman told that to you. I did not tell that 
to you. 

Mr. Becker. Were you not there / 

Mr. Fepper. I was there but I did not remember it. 

Mr. Becker. Does that refresh your recollection ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, that refreshes my recollection. 

Mr. Becker. Then what Mr. Braiterman did was to come down to 
your office on Saturday morning and prepare the letter which is now 
known as exhibit 21; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Then you took this letter to Senator Butler for his 
signature; is that correct / 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And the purpose of seeing Senator Butler that morn- 
ing was to get him to aed exhibit 21; is that correct / 

Mr. Frepper. The purpose was to get someone to sign. Senator 
Butler did not have to sign, but he happened to be there so he signed 
it. Mr. Jenkel could have signed it and accepted it, too. 

Mr. Becker. In addition to the other letter, exhibit 20, you went 
to the campaign headquarters to get someone in the office to sign the 
letter known as exhibit 21; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Brecker. Anyone in the office could have signed that letter be- 
sides Senator But ler: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Not anyone. Anyone I considered an authority. 

Mr. Becker. Who would youc ‘onsider over there 

Mr. Freeper. Mr. John Jonkel. 

Mr. Becker. Or Mrs. Van Dyke? 

Mr. Frepprer. I do not think so. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, did you not speak to Mrs. Van Dyke 
very often during the course of the campaign while you were doing 
work / 

Mr. Frepper. I did. 

Mr. Becker. Did she not give you certain instructions ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes: she nae 

Mr. Becker. Did she not give you certain checks in payment of 
your work ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. She was very active in the headquarters, was she not ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, si 

Mr. Becker. At any rate when you went through you were inter- 
ested in getting someone to sign this exhibit 21: is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. That was your main purpose in going to the campaign 
headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. Right. 

Mr. Becker. There is no question about that in your mind? 
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Mr. Frepper. No question about that. 

Mr. Becker. That was the only purpose of your visit 

Mr. Fepper. I do not know if it was the only purpose of my visit, 
but while I went there with that letter 1 also took with me the post- 
office receipts for the—— 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, your attorney, Mr. Braiterman, came to 
your office with blank stationery and prepared this letter now known 
as exhibit 21; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. That letter was to give you further assurance that 
your bilkwas going to be paid ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Correct. 

Mr. Becker. Was that not the purpose in going to the campaign 
headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That was the purpose of it. 

Mr. Becker. Otherwise Mr. Braiterman would not be in your office 
and preparing this letter if he did not want someone to sign it; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Frpprr. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. When you saw Senator Butler that morning did you 
have very much of a conversation ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Not a very lengthy conversation. I told him at that 
time that I had the post- office receipts showing how many letters 
were mailed, and how many of the tabloids from the Record were 
mailed, with me, and I told him now that the job was completed and 
I had my official post-office receipts—I knew how many we had 
mailed—— 

Mr. Becker. Did you talk in express words what these postal re- 
ceipts were all about | ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No; I did not discuss words with him as to the post- 
office receipts. I was only identifying the receipts to you. 

Mr. Becker. Yes, to me, but you did not discuss with Senator But- 
ler what these postal receipts represented ; did you / 

Mr. Fepper. My only discussion there as far as I can remember is 
that, “Here are all the receipts for all the mail; all the mailing is 
completed.” 

He thanked me and asked me to give it to, I think, Mrs. Shephard, 
one of the ladies there. 

Mr. Becker. There was no discussion, no conversation between you 
and Senator Butler as to what these particular receipts represented ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. No, 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you did not tell Senator Butler that 
these postal receipts represented A, B, C, D, or anything else ‘ 

Mr. Frepprr. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. There was no discussion about what they were for? 

Mr. Frepprr. No, sir; no discussion. 

Mr. Becker. You just gave him the receipts and you got the letter 
signed ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Right. 

Mr. Becker. Is that correct? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. So that at no time did you ever discuss with Senator 
Butler anything concerning what these postal receipts represent; is 
that correct ? 
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Mr. Fepper. Nothing other than what I just said. 

Mr. Becker. Did you speak to Senator Butler at any further time? 

Mr. Frepper. No. I believe that is the last time that I had ever seen 
or spoken to Mr. Butler. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, when you called Senator Butler on the 
telephone, and could not reach him on November 2, and spoke to his son 
and left a message with him, do you remember the message that you 
left ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir; I remember the message. I might not be able 
to repeat it without my notes word for word, but I remember the 
message. ° 

Mr. Becker. Do you need the statement that you testified to to 
refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Frepper. I do not think so. ‘ 

Mr. Becker. Then would you be good enough to repeat the conver- 
sation that you had with Senator Butler’s son ¢ 

Mr. Ferpper. I called Senator Butler’s home and a young man 
answered, or a male answered. I asked him if he was Senator Butler’s 
son. ‘The answer was that he was. I told him who I was and I told 
him—— 

Mr. Becker. Did he know you? 

Mr. Frpper. Sir? 

Mr. Becker. Did he know who you were? 

Mr. Frepper. I do not know if he knew. I just told him to tell the 
Senator that Mr. Fedder, the printer, called. I had never met any of 
his sons personally. 

Mr. Becker. Do you know how old the boy was to whom you talked ? 

Mr. Fepper. No; I never seen him. 

Mr. Becker. What did you tell this boy ? 

Mr. Frpper. I told this boy: “Tell your dad I am not calling about 
the money.” 

Mr. Becker. Why did you tell him that you are not calling about the 
money ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I have not finished my statement yet. 

Mr. Becker. I am sorry. 

Mr. Fepper. “Tell your dad that I am not calling about the money, 
that I have enough respect for him and his letter of credit is good 
enough for me. I am calling about something more important, and 
I would like to hear from him.” 

Mr. Becker. On November 2, Mr. Fedder, did you get any kind of a 
letter from Senator Butler at that time ? 

Mr. Fepper. On November 2? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. When you talked to Senator Butler’s son. Are 
you not a bit mistaken ? 

Mr. Fepper. Pardon me. Iam confused here, gentlemen. 

Mr. Becker. Let us start over again. 

Mr. Frepper. I must have misunderstood your first question. 
dates are confusing. 

Mr. Chairman, may I confer with my attorney a minute? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Chairman, I was confused about the dates. He 
was talking of one message on one date and I was talking of another 
message on another date. 
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Senator Monronry. Do you want the stenographer to read back 
the question ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Please. 

Mr. Becker. I am starting over again, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. All right. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, I am referring to the conversation on No- 
vember 2. This is before election. 

Mr. Frpprer. I remember. 

Mr. Becker. When you called Senator Butler’s home and spoke to 
someone who answered and said it was Senator Butler’s son; is that 
correct? Or Mr. Butler’s son ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You do not know how old a boy you were talking 
with; do you? 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. You do not know whether he was 6 or 8 years old, or 
12 years old? 

Mr. Fepper. No; I do not know how old he was. I have seen their 


pictures. 
Mr. Becker. You do not know how old the boy was that you talked 
to? 


Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. And what I want to know now is what did you tell this 
boy ? 

Mr. Fepper. I told this boy in that telephone conversation—first I 
told him who I was. 

Mr. Becker. Just tell me 

Mr. Frepper. And J left my name and telephone number. 

Mr. Becxer. Did you say you were Mr. Fedder, the printer / 

Mr. Fepper. I said, “Tell your dad to call me back no matter how 
late he comes home.” This was after 11 p. m. that night—that was 
the night I was at Towson. I said, “Tell him to call me no matter how 
late he comes home. It is very important.” 

I realized the matter was very urgent to him, and left a message that 
I thought would bring mea reply. “T left this message : “Tell him that 
I cannot guarantee that he will win the election, but I am probably the 
only man in Maryland that could guarantee that he will lose the elec- 
tion.” 

Mr. Becker. When you left that message, Mr. Fedder, would you 
be good enough to tell us this great hypnotic power that you have over 
the control of the election that was going to take place several days 
after that? 

Mr. Frepper. What I was referring to was this: At that time I had 
in my possession a couple of hundred thousand of printed folders. 
I had all the mail that had been prepared by Mrs. Meyers and her 
workers, which consisted of over 70,000 letters and pamphlets, What’s 
the Score; I had all the tabloids from the Record that were going to 
be mailed, all prepared and in mail bags; and also the distribution 
had not yet begun. That was also held up. 

I figured this material was very, very important and probably was 
most of the reading matter that had been printed in Baltimore, and it 
was printed for the purpose to be read, and if the people could not get 
it to read, they could not. understand enough about it to vote for 
him. That is what I had in mind when I left that message. 
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Mr. Becker. As far as you are concerned all of the various types 
of literature had to get into the mails? 

Mr. Fepper. Had to get into the readers’ hands. 

Mr. Becker. And of course as far as you were concerned you were 
not going to release any of the literature until such time as you were 
paid; is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And as far as you were concerned you were interested 
in your payment for the bill 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Last Friday night when I was talking with you and 
Mr. Braiterman was present in your office, you told me that this whole 
matter could have been avoided. When I asked you how, you did 
not feel that you wanted to answer the question. 

I wonder if you would be good enough now to tell this honorable 
committee how this whole matter could have been avoided ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Mr. Chairman, may I confer with my attorney on 
this? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with counsel. ) 

Senator Monroney. Is the witness ready to answer / 

Mr. Frpper. I am ready to answer the question. May I have it 
repeated to me 

(Thereupon, the question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Frepper. What I meant by that was this. If I could have 
gotten to talk to Senator Butler and explained to him what I had 
been through, that I felt that he would have done something about 
it on his own, and before T had an opportunity or had heard on De 
cember 17 on Drew Pearson’s radio program that the same fellow, 
Don Surine, who | was with all that night, was the same person that 
he identified as the person from Senator McCarthy’s office, who il 
legally posed as a Senate investigator and browbeat one of the witnesses 
in the Anna Rosenbe re case 

Senator Monroney. I do not think that is quite admissible here. 
That is another case. 

Mr. Fepper. Sir, I would like to ask one point. If it is not ad- 
missible that is all right with me. I do not know the rules. But 
when I made that remark that was the only thing that I meant. 
That is the only way that I know how to answer the question. 

Senator Monroney. I think you can answer the question rather 
simply without going into the other case. 

Senator Henprickson. May I ask a question ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Why did you connect that incident with 
this case? What made your mind run the two events together / 

Mr. Frepprer. This case made me very scared, it frightened me very 
much. When I heard the connection of Don Surine in that case, that 
frightened me even more. 

Senator Monronry. Continue with the questions. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, when you heard the broadcast, that was 
December 19 

Mr. Frpper. December 17. I had it in my statement as the 19th, but 
it showed up in my calendar that I had an incorrect date. 

Mr. Becxer. It is a Sunday ¢ 
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Mr. Fepper. That is right. 
Mr. Becker. From election day to December 17 was approximately 
7 or 8 weeks; is that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: that is correct. 

Mr. Brecker. After election how much was due and owing to you 
for the bill from the Butler campaign organization ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Just $1,825.07. 

Mr. Becker. $1,825 and how much ? 

Mr. Frpper. $1,825.07, 

Mr. Becker. A little while later you received a payment on ac- 
count; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. On November 15, I think it was, I re- 
ceived $500 on account. 

Mr. Becker. November 15? Then on November 15 you received 
$500. That left a balance of how much ? 

Mr. Frpper. $1,325.07. 

Mr. Becker. At that time you tried to get payment of the bill; 
is that correct 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And you employed an attorney for that purpose, too, 
did you not? 

Mr. Fepper. Not after election. I employed the attorney before 
election. 

Mr. Becker. But you had—— 

Mr. Frepper. For the purpose of collecting the money. 

Mr. Becker. That is right. As a matter of fact you retained the 
attorney and paid the attorney for services in collecting the balance 
of $1,800 or $1,300: is that right Y 

Mr. Fepper. Right. 

Mr. Becker. You were very much concerned over the payment of 
the balance of this money; is that not a fact ? 

Mr. Irepper. Yes. 1 was expecting the money to be collected. 

Mr. Becker. I say you were very much concerned about the payment 
of this money. 

Mr. Fepper. All right, [ will say ves to that. 

Mr. Becker. To such an extent that you retained an attorney to try 
and collect it: is that right ? 

Mr. Fepvper. Right. 

Mr. Becker. And you were unsuccessful in getting payment as 
quic kly as you desired: is that not right ? 

Mr. Fepper. 1 would not have been unsuccessful according to the 
conversation with Mr. Mundy, but after Mr. Mundy received a photo- 
stat ony of the signed statement, the statement I signed during the 
ride [I talked about, on the strength of that and the accompanying 
letter, the memorandum that he had, he held up my money 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Mundy is a reputable lawyer in Baltimore, is he 
not ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Oh, ves; very reputable. 

Mr. Becker. He was the treasurer of this campaign ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Correct. 

Mr. Becker. There was a serious question in his mind as to whether 
or not this was a proper charge, is that not right ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. It must have been. I cannot exactly say what was in 
his mind. 


™~ 
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Mr. Becker. At least there was a dispute as to whether the balance 
should be paid to you, right or wrong as to the grounds, there was at 
least a dispute ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. But I did not know that right after the election, or at 
the time I got the $500 check. I did not know that. 

Mr. Becker. At least when you talked to Mr. Mundy afterward 
you knew there was a dispute over the amount, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. That is right. When I talked to him around the end 

- November. 

Mr. Becxer. In other words, Mr. Mundy told you that he has evi- 
dence that there was an overcharge being made and he could not feel 
free to pay you. Is that right, Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Frepprr. That is not the way he said it. He told us he could 
not feel free to pay it. It was after he read us the statement in his office. 
That is how he explained himself. 

Mr. Beexer. At least, Mr. Fedder, there was some dispute over the 
amount that was due and owing ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, there was a dispute there. But I did not know 
about the dispute at the ear ly staves W here we were try Ing to collect 
the money. 

Mr. ~ KER. But at least you did know that there was some evi- 
dence of a dispute no matter what degree it was. There was some 
comp lain ‘ that the charges were not e ‘xactly right / 

Mr. Fepper. I did not know that until November—around Novem- 
ber 27 0r29. Lama little mixed up on the date. 

Mr. Becker. The latter part of November, at any rate / 

Mr. Freppver. The latter part of November. 

Mr. Becker. You said that you tried to get in touch with Senator 
Butler on several occasions and you were unable to do so. Is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Beekxer. What was your purpose in trying to get in touch 
with Senator Butler? 

Mr. Fepper. The same purpose that I had in my testimony, and 

several other times I answered the same question. 

Mr. Becker. You were very much worried over the payment of the 
balance of the bill, were you not, Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. That was of great moment and great concern to you ‘ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And you did $18,000 worth of work for the campaign 
committee for Senator Butler: is that right / 

Mr. Frepper. Right. 

Mr. Beexer. And the amount that was due and owing after the 
campaign was a little bit less than 10 percent, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct, about 10 percent. 

Mr. Becxer. Did you ever write a letter to Senator Butler? 

Senator Hrnprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Was this amount due and owing after the 
time you had this experience with the two policemen! Do you re- 
member that 

Mr. Frepper. I do not remember. I do not remember the date of 
that. 
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Senator Henpricxson. You told us yesterday about the night you 
had a call to meet these gentlemen. 

Mr. Fepper. I remember the incident I told you about, but 1 do 
not remember the date of it. 

Senator Henprickxson. Your contact with Senator Butler. was it 
before or after that time ? 

Mr. Fevper. I would say before and after. I tried several times. 
I would say before and after that time. I tried to contact Senator 
Butler several times between the election day and the end of the 
month. 

Senator Henprickson, Did you contact him at all after that experi- 
ence with the two policemen ¢ ( 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir. I called the Senator many times but I never 
received an answer. 

Senator Hrenprickson. When was the last time that you called 
Senator Butler? 

Mr. Frepprer. The last time that I remember calling Senator Butler 
was when I called him at his Baltimore law office. I called many 
times. By this time it was right around the end of November, around 
the 27th, 

Senator Henprickson. Around the end of November / 

Mr. Frpper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Why did you not tell him then / 

Mr. Frepper. I never spoke to him yet. 1 have not spoken to Senator 
Butler not even to this day. 

Senator Henprickson. I thought you told me that you had 

Mr. Frpper. I told you that I had contacted his office, not Senator 
Butler. 

Senator Henprickson, That is what Iam trying to find out. When 
was the last time that you spoke to Senator Butler / 

Mr. Frepprer. The Saturday before election. 

Senator Henprickson. The Saturday before election ? 

Mr. Fepper. When I gave him the post office receipts. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. You did not see him after that / 

Mr. Fepprer. Never saw him after that. 

Senator Henprickson. That was the only time that you contacted 
him personally during the whole campaign ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. I did not say that. I saw him also on Thursday. 

Senator Henprickson. When did you see him on Thursday ; 

Mr. Frepper. At the John Marshall Butler headquarters. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you have any conversation with him ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. On Thursday’ That was a conversation that I re- 
peated a while ago where I was following up on my Wednesday night 
call. He told me to see him later in the as Lv, after he called me back. 

Senator Henprickson. What was the conversation that you had on 
the oceasion of the following meeting ? 

Mr. Fepper. On Saturday ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Mr. Fepper. November4/ That oceasion was when I got the second 
letter, the letter my attorney wrote on his stationery, when on the 
signing of this letter we delivered the other merchandise, even though 
it was not paid for yet. 

We extended credit on the second letter. That was Saturday, 
November 4, 
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Senator Henprickson. All right. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman, at this point. 

Senator Monronry. Counsel may proceed. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, did you ever write a letter to Senator 
sutler or anyone else connected with the campaign, other than the 
conversation with Mr. Mundy, about the balance that was due or for 
services rendered / 

Mr. Frepper. No: I did not. 

Mr. Becker. Was it not a very simple thing for your attorney to 
have written a letter ? 

Mr. Fepprer. As of November—let me get my dates right, November 
t was a Saturday—after November 1, I beheve that was November 1, 
on a Wednesday, that Wednesday morning when I went to my lawyer 
for the first time and put this matter in his hands for collection, from 
then on I did not interfere with my attorney. That was the attor 
ney’s work, and I did not interfere with him. 

I would not have written a letter for the collection of payment 
because when I made those many calls during the month of November 
I was not calling for a collection purpose. 

Mr. Becker. Did you consult with your attorney before you went to 
Senator Tydings’ office and saw Mr. Fried ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No: I did not. 

Mr. Becker. You did net consult your attorney on that phase of 
the activities: did you! 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever do any printing to such a large extent for 
uny political organization prior to this time ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. This was the largest political work that I had ever had. 

Mr. Breexer. What other political organization did you ever do 
work for ? 

Mr. Frepper. I did some work in the previous election when Leo H. 
McCormick ran for Congress. 

Mr. Becker. About how much did it amount to in dollars and cents / 

Mr. Fepper. I think the work that I did there—I am not sure—I 
think it was around 84.000 or $5,000. Tam not sure. 

Mr. Becker. In this particular imstance it ran to over $15,000; is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Do you not think that Senator Butler was entitled to 
decenc) from you to have contacted him either by telephone, if you 
were able to, or by letter / 

Mr. Fepprr. Senator Butler, in my opinion, is one of. the highest 
type men in Baltimore. I never thought otherwise. I voted for the 

ceentleman. He was entitled to decency from me then. and he is 
entitled to decency from me now. 

The fact that I did not write him a letter does not mean that I was 
not decent to him. You mentioned before whether we had ever writ- 
ten a letter. I said I had not. because 

Mr. Becker. You said you had not? 

Mr. Fepper. I said I had not, because the collection problem I had 
already turned over to my attorney. But I have two copies here now. 

Mr. Becker. That your atorney just gave me? 
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Mr. Fepper. That my attorney just gave me—wherein he wrote two 
letters, not to Senator Butler, but he ‘followed the correct procedure 
and sent these letters to C ornelius P. Mundy, the treasurer. 

Mr. Becker. Now I am asking, did your attorney ever send a letter 
to Senator Butler? 

Mr. Fepper. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Becker. You know that Mr. Mundy raised a serious question 
as to whether or not this charge was a proper charge; is that not 
right ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right, but if Mr. Mundy would have raised that 
charge to me upon the receipt of that statement, if he had called me, 
then we would have answered his call to see what the complaint was. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. es is it not a fact that if you had been 
paid your balance of $1,825 you would not be a witness before this 
subcommittee at the present time ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is not so. I cannot say that as a “Yes” or “No” 
answer. 

Mr. Becker. You cannot say that “Yes” or “No”? Is it not a fact, 
Mr. Fedder, that after the Mundy episode is when you had your first 
meeting with Senator Tydings ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, when you failed 

Mr. Fepper. Not immediately after. It was a long time after. 

Mr. Becker. Pardon me. When you failed in your conference with 
Mr. Mundy to collect the balance that was due of this item, you took 
every means at your disposal by going to the United St: utes district 
attorney's office, the FBI, and to Senator Tydings in order to collect 
this bill? 

Mr. Frepper. That is not so. I did not go to Senator Tydings’ office 
or tothe Federal attorney, or to the FBI, or anyone until I had heard, 
on December 17, that broadcast I speak about of Drew Pearson. That 
put me—that astounded me when I heard the same name mentioned. 
And after that I thought it would be wrong for me to withhold this 
information. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, was not your name mentioned by Mr. 
Drew Pearson on the following Sunday's program ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir: it was. 

Mr. Becker. Where did he get that information ? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not know where he got his information, but—— 

Mr. Becker. It was not in the newspapers at that time, was it 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir; it was not in the newspapers at that time. 

Mr. Becker. It was not printed at any time until that broadcast ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. On Tuesday 

Mr. Becker. Did you give him that information, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. Let me explain it. Iam going to tell you the straight 
answer. Iam going to give it to you clearly and absolutely correct. 

Mr. Becker. I want you to, Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Frepper. Here is the way it was. I said I did not know where he 
got that information because when Drew Pearson called me to verify 
it, he already knew it. 

Mr. Brecxer. I see. 

Mr. Frepper. I was afraid to talk to Drew Pearson. I was not look 
ing for publicity. 
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Mr. Becker. You are not looking for publicity ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, you saved all these clippings and had it 0: 
a big pasteboard when I was in your office. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. You are not interested in publicity ? 

Mr. Fepper. No; I am not interested in publicity but I am intereste: 
in seeing in print what was said about me. 

Mr. Becker. Since that time you have been in touch with Drew 
Pearson. Have you given him any information that has come cut 
about these hearings ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No. Since then Drew Pearson has called me again and 
I refused to give him any further information. 

Mr. Becker. When did he call you last, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not remember exactly when he called me last. It 
was a week or two, probably, after the first broadcast. 

Mr. Becker. Not recently ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, did you bring in the other literature that 
you printed in this matter ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I brought some. I think everything I printed is in the 
record. I do not know whether it is in the record, but all the samples 
that I have done I have given to Mr. McDermott, samples of every- 
thing that I have done. 

Later, when the newspapermen had interviewed me, they asked for 
samples and I gave them samples. 

Mr. Becker. Let me see what you have there. 

Mr. Frepper. When I wanted to bring them here for this committee 
hearing I did not have samples of everything with me. I brought 
those samples along that I have. 

Mr. Brecker. That you printed? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not have samples of every job that we billed for. 
Wait a minute. I do not have all the samples left. These are all 
that I gathered together. 

Mr. Brcxer. Did you print all these items in your shop? 

Mr. Fepper. No. Not in my shop. 

Mr. Becker. What did you do? Subcontract it out ? 

Mr. Frepper. Subcontracted it out. 

Mr. Becker. Is this the first letter? You identify them, Mr. 
Fedder. 

Mr. Fepper. This copy—this is not my copy, I did not have a copy 
of the finished job. I brought the original back out of the file. This 
is a letter from—do you want me to read it? 

Mr. Becker. No. Just identify the items that you have printed. 

Mr. Fepver. This is one item that I printed. This is a letter from 
John Marshall Butler. This is a letter that I printed in my shop, 
and I printed “Back to Good Old Dixie.” 

Mr. Becker. By the way, have you the number of quantities of 
literature that you printed? Do you have a record of it with you ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I remember the record. If the statement does not give 
it I can give it to you pretty close. 

Mr. Becker. All right. 

Mr. Fepprer. Do you want those letters ? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. Speak up loudly so everybody can hear you. 
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Mr. Fepper. This folder entitled “Back to Good Old Dixie” was 
75,000. This letter, addressed “My dear Fellow Marylander” was 
85,000. This letter, 500 copies were made of this letter. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I would like to introduce in evidence 
the various bits of evidence which Mr. Fedder printed, to show the 
type of literature. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection. 

Mr. Becker. We will identify as No. 28 the letter of John Marshall 
Butler, dated October 31, of which 2,500 were printed. 

And the next letter, addressed “My dear Marylander”—— 

Mr. Fepper. That was 85,000. 

Mr. Becker. That will be exhibit 29. 

And “Good Old Dixie” 

Mr. Fepper. That was 75,000. 

Mr. Becker. That will be identified as exhibit 30. 

(The documents referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee. ) 

Mr. Brecker. Let us have the others. 

Mr. Fepper. 'Those are all the samples that I printed in my shop. 
The others were printed elsewhere. I subcontracted for them. 

Mr. Becker. But you charged for them ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. This was 100,000. 

Mr. Becker. That is “What’s the Score ¢” 

Mr. Frepprr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. That will be exhibit 31. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee. ) 

Mr. Fepprer. This was “Why, Senator?” 

Mr. Becker. How many of that ? 

Mr. Fepper. 100,000. 

Mr. Becker. That will be exhibit 32. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee. ) 

Mr. Freppver. This, I believe, was 360,000. 

Mr. Becker. That is a little flyer on Senator Butler, 360,000 of 
those. That is exhibit 33. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee. ) 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Fedder, I show you a ledger sheet and ask you to 
identify it. 

Mr. Fepper. That is a ledger sheet from my ledger book. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, I call your attention to the fact that this 
ledger sheet shows the debits and the credits. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becxrr. And the debits show the amount of $18,264.59, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is what it says there. 

Mr. Becker. Then, on the other column, you have the credits of 
various amounts. 

Mr. Fepper. Correct. 

Mr. Becker. With only one exception on these credits, it does not 
show the name of any person’s check or funds received by you, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 











150 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Becker. But on November 9, alongside of the word “check” 
there is inserted the words “Senator McCarthy.” Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, will you tell this honorable committee 
when the name “Senator McCarthy” was inserted on this ledger sheet / 

Mr. Fepper. I will not be able to tell you the exact wea when it 
was put, but it was put at a much later date than November 

Mr. Becker. I would like to mark this ledger sheet in es 
This will be exhibit 54. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub 
cominittee. ) 

Mr. Becker. In other words, someone other than the person who 
wrote in the other items inserted the name of Senator McCarthy on 
that credit column, is that correct / 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Chairman, may I consult with my attorney for a 
moment / 

Senator Monroney. Can you answer the question without consult- 
ing your attorney’ It seems to me it is a matter of fact who put it on 
there. 

Mr. Frepper. No, it is not a matter of fact. He said “someone other 
than the person he made the original entry” put that on. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the witness why he 
needs to consult the attorney On what bast 

What legal basis do you need to answer that question 

Mr. Fepver. I do not know. Do I not have that privilege 4 

Senator Henntnes. Are you able to answer the question ¢ 

Mr. Feppver. No; I cannot answer the question the way it was asked 
of me. 

Senator Hennincs. Maybe counsel can reframe it. 

Mr. Becker. I will be glad Lo. 

Senator HENDRICKSON. May we have the question read first / 

(Question read. ) 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder’s attorney wants us to read back a few 
questions and answers. I have no objection whatsoever. 

{Question read. ) 

Senator Monroney. Does the witness still feel he has to consult 
counsel ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. I cannot answer that, that is correct, because I have 

. bookkeeper who handles my books. Sometimes when she is busy 
os has one of the girls in the other office to make some entries for 
her. I was not there when it was written in. 

I know the explanation for it. But I cannot say someone other. 
I cannot be sure. It might be the same girl who had a different pen. 
That is why I cannot answer that question just “Yes” or “No” and be 
absolutely true. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, is there any question about the fact that 
the name Senator McCarthy was put on the ledger sheet sunseque nt 
to the time that the other entries were placed on the ledger sheet / 

Mr. Frepper. I would say there is no question about that. 

Mr. Becker. And there is no question about it that it is also dif 
ferent ink. Look at it. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right; it looks different. 

Mr. Becker. Is there any question in your mind that it is also by a 
different penman ? 
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Mr. Fepper. This M in McCarthy looks like the M in November, 
but it looks different from the M in—— 

Mr. Brecker. Let us take the credit column only of the ledger, 
which is exhibit 34. Let us take the number 9 under the month of 
November. 

Does “ck” represent “check”? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Under the folio column you see the words “CR 107”; 
is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. You see $115. Now, would you not say that the items 
I have just referred to have been written by one person at or about 
the same time? 

Mr. Fepper. I would not know. 

Mr. Becxer. Look at the difference in ink, the color of ink, Mr. 
Fedder. 

Mr. Fepper. You mean this was at about the same time as this 
[indicating | ? 

Mr. Brecker. No, not this and that business. Let me start all over 
again and use your pencil. You have seen these ledger sheets before. 
[ am not trying to confuse you. I am just trying to get the facts on 
the record. 

Mr. Frepper. I do not recall seeing the ledger sheets before you asked 
for them in my office, when you were there last Friday and as sked me to 
see the ledger ‘book. That is the first time that I recall looking at this 
ledger page. 

Mr. al You see the date “November 9,” just at the number 
“9.” the symbol “ck,” representing check ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. Check. 

Mr. Becker. Under “folio” you see the letters “CR-107.” 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, I see that. 

Mr. Becker. And you see the amount “$1157? 

Mr. Fepper. I do. 

Mr. Becker. Is it not apparent to you that the items I have just 
called your attention to were written at one time with the same pen ? 

Mr. Fepprr. Yes, that looks like it. 

Mr. Becxer. There is no question about it: is there? 

Mr. Frepper. | must not have understood your question. 

Mr. Becker. There is no question about. it? 

Mr. Fepper. You mean straight across the line with the excep- 
tion of 

Mr. Becker. That is right. 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. I did not understand your question. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, everything on that line for November 
9, with the exception of the words “Senator McCarthy,” were written 
at one time with the same pen; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr, Brecker. Now, subsequently the name “Senator McCarthy” 
Was written in; is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You do not know whose handwriting that is? 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. You do not know who did it? 

Mr. Frepper. No. It was probably my bookkeeper or her assistant. 








152 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Becker. You would not know ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. I could not say. 

Mr. Becker. Under the word “items” do you see the name of an, 
other person whose check was received by you? 

Mr. Fepper. No, none whatever. 

Mr. Becker. And you did receive checks by other persons; did you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. But you did not carry their names on the item account 
of the ledger; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, did you not testify yesterday that you 
received a check of $115 on November 9 from Rex Lee? 

Mr. Frpper. I did not receive it from Rex Lee. I said it was signed 
by Rex Lee. 

Mr. Brecker. Look at your statement, Mr. Fedder. I will give you 
the page of the testimony. 

Mr. BrairerMan. It is page 7. 

Mr. Becker. I refer to page 97 of the record, sir. You told this 
honorable committee that you received $115 on a Washington bank 
signed by Rex Lee, “and a receipt for me to sign.” Is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, the $115 item that was received by 
you was from a person who signed his name “Rex Lee”; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Who is responsible for putting the name “Senator 
McCarthy” on ledger known as exhibit No. 34? 

Mr. Frepper. I cannot say who is responsible. 

Mr. Becker. Someone in your place did it, or outside your place? 

Mr. Frpprr. I think I have an explanation for it. I can give you 
an explanation. 

Mr. Becker. Is it something that you know of your own knowl- 
edge? 

Mr. Fepper. I think it would be me. 

Mr. Becker. You did it? 

Mr. Frepper. No, no. 

Mr. Becker. You did it? 

Mr. Frpper. No, no, no, that is not it. Give me a chance, I am 
trying to give you a break on this thing. 

Mr. Becker. All right. 

Mr. Fepper. I am willing to give you an explanation. 

Mr. Becker. All right. Go ahead. What is your explanation? 

Mr. Frpper. My explanation is this: After the thing had gone to 
investigation—— 

Mr. Becker. When was that? 

Mr. Fepper. After December 19—and Mr. McDermott asked me for 
copies of all the bills and copies of statements, I had my bookkeeper 
fill his request. When the statements were finished, I noticed on the 
statement $115, on the statement for John Marshall Butler. 

With that $115 in there my record showing the balance of $1,325 
at that time could not check out. I told the bookkeeper she had made 
a mistake. This is one job we did not get from the John Marshall 
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Butler headquarters. That is the job we got from Washington, from 
Ray Kiermas and Don Surine. 

And by that time, through the publicity and everything, Don Su- 
rine and Ray Kiermas were already identified in the newspapers as 
being rrom Senator McCarthy’s office, and that is probably where 
the young lady got her feeling for putting in the same. 

Mr. Becker. Got her feeling to put it in, I see. So it was after 
the investigation was started that the name of Senator McCarthy 
was put on that ledger sheet, is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And notwithstanding that fact you testified yesterday 
that you received a check on account “of Rex Lee. 

Senator Henpricxson. You are saying, Mr. Fedder, that someone 
made the entry you have described on exhibit 34 with malice. Do 
you realize that? 

Mr. Frepper. No; I do not realize that. If I said that, then I do 
not understand the question. 

Senator Henprickson. That is what I understood from your state- 
ment. 

Mr. Fepprr. If that is what you understood, then I did not under- 
stand the question. 

Mr. Chairman, may I consult with my attorney ? 

Senator Monronry. Yes; I wish you would. 

Is the witness ready ? 

Mr. Fepper. I am ready. All other items on that page, except this 
one item we are referring to, were ordered by and charge: ible to the 
John Marshall Butler campaign headquarters, as the name on the 
top of that ledger page shows. Later when we did this job that I got 
from Ray Kiermas, because it was also a John Marshall Butler post- 
card job, the bookkeeper had put it on the same page with the rest» of 
John Marshall Butler’s work. 

However, later, when all the items did not balance out with the 
statements so we could show a clear statement to Mr. McDermott, and 
because my office had known by then that I had received the order 
from Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Surine, who were Senator McCarthy’s 
employees, they must have from that information put it on of their 
own accord. 

This ledger sheet, that name was not put on there for any malicious 
purpose. It was never shown to anybody, I do not recall ever seeing 
that page oe I did not offer to show it to even Mr. Becker—— 

Mr. Brecker. I called for it. 

Mr. Frpper. Until he came to my office last Friday and asked to 
see the ledger page. 

When I brought the ledger book out to show it to him there it was, 
I saw it for the first time also. 

Senator Henprickson. What did you mean then when you referred 
to the word “feeling”? You said one of your bookkeepers, having 
learned of this broadcast and ascertained the fact that Mr. Surine 
was connected with some other incident, she had the feeling about 
{-—- 

Mr. Frepper. The word should not have been “feeling.” The word 
should have been “thought.” 
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They knew, I had told them where I got the order, from Mr, Kiermas 
and Mr. Surine. It was known that they were MeC arthy employees. 
The bookkeeper must have thought that was the way to identify it. 

Senator Henprickson. What you really mean is that the bookkee per 
was influenced by that fact ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No: I do not mean that, sir. I do not mean that at all 
I did not influence her for anything. I had no purpose in putting that 
on there other than identifying it as a job not from the Baltimore 
campaign headquarters and not chargeable to the Baltimore campaign 
headquarters. 

Senator Hennings. Did you ask that it be put on there? 

Mr. Frepper. No, sir. 

Senator Hennings. Did you direct that it be put on there? 

Mr. Frpprer. No, si 

Senator Hennines. You had not seen it until when / 

Mr. Frepprr. Last Frid ay when Mr. Becker came to my office. 

Senator Hennings.” What was the purpose of putting it on there? 

Mr. Fepper. To identify it as not chargeable to the Butler cam- 
paign, so our statements would balance. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, you havea very large ledger account, have 
you not, alphabetically arranged / 

Mr. Frepper. Yes: a big book. : 

Mr. Becker. You carry the accounts of every person separately / 

Mr. Fepper. I think so. 

Mr. Becker. Would there have been any difficulty whatsoever to 
have made another page for Senator McCarthy or anyone else and 
corrected the item and just eliminated this entire item rather than 
put Senator McCarthy's name on there / 

Mr. Fepper. It would not have been a difficulty. Thad not thought 
of-it and I had not instructed the bookkeeper to do anything about 
it. We had the job we were working on. I brought the check into 
the office and gave it to her to deposit, and she entered it on the same 
page. 

I do not interfere with her bookkeeping. 

Senator Henprickson. Are you sure now that the bookkeeper made 
this entry / 

Mr. Fepper. Either the bookkeeper or her assistant. I do not ever 
remember seeing it before. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever discuss this with your bookkeepers or 
anyone else / 

Mr. Fepprr. I don’t remember. 

Senator Henprickson. Did anyone else have access to these books 
except you and your bookkeeper / 

Mr. Frpper. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Henprickson. Not at all? Did any of this committee’s 
investigating staff have access to these books ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. If they would have asked me the same thing that Mr. 
Becker would ask me and said they wanted to see it, 1 would have let 
them see it. 

Senator Henprickson. Did they ask for it? 

Mr. Frepper. I do not remember them ever asking for it. I do 
remember Mr. McDermott asking me. He told me he wanted copies 
of the work and duplicate bills and statements. Whatever he asked 
for, I gave him. I do not remember whether or not he looked at the 
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statement or went over the statement with the bookkeeper. I would 
not know. 

Mr. Becker. Did Mr. Fried go over these books at all with you? 

Mr. Frepprr. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Becker. Or get the invoices? 

Mr. Frepprr. To my knowledge I know of no such thing. 

Mr. Becker. Do you have ac. p. a. go over your books and records ? 

Mr. Frepprr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Beckrr. You keep a separate ledger sheet for every account, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You have a complete set of books, you have a cash 
journal, have you not? 

Mr. Frepper. I have a cash journal. 

Mr. Becker. You have a cash disbursement book / 

Mr. Frpper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. You have all those books, is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You also have these ledger sheets ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Which are transferred from the books of original 
entry, is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. I have one—— 

Mr. Becker. Pardon me. Go ahead. 

Mr. Frepper. I have one other little thing that I can note. I still 
cannot say that is the reason, because I do not know why— 

Mr. Becker. That is what I am coming to, Mr. Fedder., 

Mr. Fepper. As of January | we started a new bookkeeping system. 
Instead of using a ledger book we use one of these electric machines 
that work with the ledgers standing up. Whether that was the girl’s 
idea for being—whether that is why she did not open a new page— 
I think she just probably thought it was another Butler job at the time 
she put it on. 

Mr. Becker. Is it not a fact that you do not know, that you are just 
guessing and giving an explanation as to what you think will be an 
explanation ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. That is what I said before. 

Mr. Becker. You do not know? 

Mr. Frepprr. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. You do know that the name “Senator McCarthy” 
was inserted by someone after the investigation started? ‘There is no 
dispute about that / 

Mr. Frepper. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Does counsel wish to ask questions ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Fedder, to review some of this material and 
approach it in reverse order I want to talk to you first about the ledger 
sheet to which Mr. Becker just referred, and which is identified as 
exhibit No. 34 in the record of the subcommittee. When did you turn 
this exhibit over to the subcommittee / 

Mr. Frepper. Yesterday; when I got here. 

Mr. McDermort. Has it been out of your possession since that time ? 

Mr. Frpper. It has. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Have you had it since then ? 

Mr. Frepprer. No: I have not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was your attention called to Senator McC: irthy’s 
name on this exhibit before this time 2 

Mr. Fepprr. Before yesterday ! 

Mr. McDernorr. Before this time, this afternoon. 

Mr. Frepper. Yes; it was. 

Mr. McDrrmort. When was that? 

Mr. Frepper. Friday night when Mr. Becker was over at my office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the first time that you saw the name on 
there ? 

Mr. Frepprr. That is the first time I recall ever seeing it. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that name refers to an entry rof $115? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. On November 9; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDernorr. In your testimony yesterday you said that on, I 
believe it was on the morning of November 6, after you had gotten 
to your home from the ride and you had had a few hours sleep, you 
received a call from someone. From whom did you receive a call? 

Mr. Frpper. I got to the office that morning about 10:30. About 
11 o’clock I received a telephone call from Washington. It was Miss 
Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who is Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Fepper. Miss Jean Kerr to my knowledge is the secretary in 
Senator MecCarthy’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did she say ? 

Mr. Frepper. She wanted to know where I could be contacted that 
night. Isaid “No, not again.” I asked her why she wanted to contact 
me. She said she wanted to send me a check, some money, so that I 
could pay the girls for the work they did. 

I said to her: “Miss Kerr, you do not have to send me any money, 
you do not owe me a dime. The men ke ‘pt me out all night and you 
have a statement and a receipt signed by me that the job was not done 
right, that you do not owe me any money, you do not have to bother.” 

She said : “No, indeed, I think you did a marvelous job.” 

IT said: “I only did 11,000 and the men were angry about it.” 

She said: “You did a very marvelous job and it was wonderful of 
you to help. I want you to hs ave the mone y. 

I said: “O. K., then, if you want you can send it over tonight but 
make it early because I am tired and I am going to bed at 8 o'clock.” 

Mr. McDermorr. To what transaction did that money to which Miss 
Kerr relate ? 

Mr. Frepper. That related to the post cards, picture post cards that 
we addressed on Sunday. 

Mr. McDermott. So on the morning of November 6 you had a call 
from Miss Jean Kerr whom you unde ‘rstood to be a secret: iry in Sen 
ator McCarthy’s office. She said she was sending you over some 
money / 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you next have any contact with anyone 
else on this transaction? Did you meet someone that night ? 

Mr. Fevper. The next contact I had was at night, that same night. 
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At 8 o’clock I got no call so I figured they changed their minds and 
went to sleep. I think it was about a quarter to 11 that night I was 
sleeping and was awakened by the telephone bell. It was Ewell 
Moore. He said he was down at the Emerson Hotel, and for me to 
come down, that he had the check for me. I said “Why did you call 
so late? I am already sleeping. I am tired. I do not even know 
if I want the damned check.” 

I do not remember his answer, but his answer was something that 
made me mad enough to want to go down and get it anyhow. So I 
told him that I would not meet him at the Emerson Hotel lobby, that 
it was too dark, that if he would go to Thompson’s Restaurant, which 
is across from the Lord Baltimore Hotel, it is a very brightly lighted 
place and open all night, I told him if he would go there ‘that I would 
meet him. 

I asked him if Don Surine was with him and he said no. I asked 
him if he was alone and he said no, that he had two other people with 
him. I said if you will meet me in Thompson’s Restaurant I will 

come down, that is the only condition that I will come down under. 

He agreed to that. After that I called my attorney Martin Braiter- 
man. I told Mr. Baiterman about this conversation. I told him I 
wanted to go, yet I was afraid to go, could he go with me, and if so, 
did he think it was safe. He thought it would be all right and he 
went along with me. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you went down there, did Mr. Moore give 
you a check ? 

Mr. Fepprer. Yes; Mr. Moore gave me a check. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the amount of that check ? 

Mr. Fepper. $115. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that the money to which Miss Kerr, of Sena- 
tor McCarthy’s office referred when she talked to you earlier in the 
morning ? 

Mr. Fepper. It is. 

Mr. McDermorr. When he handed you that check was there any 
conversation about it being the check that Miss Kerr said was going 
to be sent over to you?) What did he say ? 

Mr. Frpper. Let me see if I can remember. I do not remember 
him saying much. After, I introduced Mr. Braiterman as my com- 
panion. I did not say it was my lawyer. I introduced him to Mr. 
Braiterman. He said “He is your lawyer, is he not?” I said “Yes.” 

After that I do not remember him saying anything except taking 
the check out of his pocket and also a receipt for me to sign. 

Mr. McDermorr. He gave you the check and you gave him a re- 
ceipt; is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where had you last seen Mr. Moore before the 
occasion of this visit? 

Mr. Frpper. On the day before. I met him Saturday night or early 
Sunday morning. That was around a quarter to 1, I guess, at the 
Emerson Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you with him all night Sunday night ? 
Mr. Fepper. I was with him all night Sunday night. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else was with you on that ride? 

Mr. Fepper. I think George Nilles and Don Surine. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Who did you understand Don Surine to be? 

Mr. Frepper. I understood Don Surine—at that moment I was not— 
let me see—I was not sure. At that moment I was not sure about Don 
Surine’s identity. He had been over several times the week before. 
At first I thought he was working for the Washington printer when 
he brought me the several tr ips of ‘finishe d printing from W ashington. 

Mr. McDermorvr. Did he ever visit you in company with Miss Kerr 

Mr. Frepper. I am not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did she ever refer to him in her conversations 
with you? 

Mr. Frepper. Oh, yes. We had Spoke n about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you got the check and took it back. Is that 
the check to which you refer in this entry on the ledger which is 
exhibit 34? 

Mr. Frepper. That is the check I refer to. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that the check received from the Butler 
campaign headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were all the other checks shown on this ledger 
sheet, which has been identified as exhibit 34, received from someone 
in the Butler campaign headquarters / 

Mr. Frepprer. It was received—all other checks exce pt that one were 
received for jobs that I had done for Senator Butler’s headquarters, 
but a group of checks was brought to me by Miss Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. The work re presented by all the other entries on 
exhibit 34 was work that you did for the Butler campaign head- 
quarters ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. The work that is represented by this $115 entry 
was the post-card work not arranged for through the Butler campaign 
headquarters ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepprer. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. For the record, exhibit 34 is the same exhibit as 
exhibit 7. 

You have been questioned, Mr. Fedder, since early yesterday after- 
noon. Of all the matters that have been covered, the one or two 
things in which the committee is interested that have not been covered 
is first of all the extent of the distribution of the tabloid From the 
Record and secondly, how and in what manner you were paid for 
your services in that connection. 

] belie ve the record will show Mr. Bee ker has not asked you any 
questions about the distribution of the tabloid From the Record. But 
you testified yesterday morning, and I refer to exhibit 5, which has 
been introduced into the record, that 169,000 copies of the tabloid 
From the Record, were distributed door-to-door in Hagerstown, An- 
napolis, Baltimore, and Dundalk for which you made a charge to the 

sutler campaign committee in the amount of $1,521, and for which 
service you were paid by them. 

Is that a correct statement ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDernorr. I believe that you also testified that in addition 
to those 169,000 copies, there were 134,206 copies of the tabloid: From 
the Record that were distributed by you and your employees through 
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the mail, at a cost to the John Marshall Butler campaign committee 
of $536.82, plus some postage. 

Is that a correct statement / 

Mr. Frepprer. That is correct, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that the fact is that you were personally iden- 
tified with the distribution of the 169,000 and 134.206 copies of the 
tabloid From the Record ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And for your services in that connection you were 
paid by the campaign headquarters of Senator John Marshall Butler; 
is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. There has been no further reference made to the 
10 exhibits which were introduced into the record, and about which you 
testified yesterday. Those exhibits were photocopies of checks that, 
according to your bank deposit slips, were deposited to your account, 
and by your testimony were received by you for work done for the 
Butler campaign he: adqui irters; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Without reviewing all of that testimony, but re- 
calling that to your mind, is there any incorrect statement that you 
made in connection with the receipt of that money or the handling of 
those moneys? 

Mr. Frepper. No. 

Senator Monronry. Let the record show that two members have 
to go to the Senate to answer a roll call. 

(At 3:59 p.m., Senators Smith and Hennings left the room.) 

Mr. McDrrmorr. So the undisputed fact then is that you did dis- 
tribute the tabloids and you did receive these checks about which you 
testified ; is that correct ? ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know whether these checks, which were 
delivered to you by representatives of the Butler campaign head- 
quarters, and which were credited to you by their account, are reflected 
anywhere in the official reports filed by the treasurer of the Butler cam- 
paign committee or others ? 

Mr. Frepvpver. I do not have that information. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have no personal knowledge of that ? 

Mr. Frpper. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. All you know is that you did receive these moneys 
from them and that you eredited those sums to the John Marshall 
Butler account; is that right? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you a native of Baltimore? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes,IT am. I lived in Baltimore for 35 years. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you born there? 

Mr. Frepper. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you born in this country ? 

Mr. Frepper. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you come to this country? 

Mr. Frepper. I came to this country when I was 3 years old. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you lived in Baltimore all of the time since 
then ? 
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Mr. Fepper. When we first came to this country we lived in Win 
chester, Va. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you moved to Baltimore 35 years ago? 

Mr. Frpper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were a young man at that time. Were you 
working then ? 

Mr. Frepprer. When I moved to Baltimore I was 5 years old. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were a little young for work. When did 
vou start out in the printing ‘Se or any business relating to thi 
business in which you are now engaged ? 

Mr. Frepper. I started on May 9, 1933. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you have been continuously engaged in this 
business since that time? 

Mr. Fepper. Since that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Becker refers in his examination of you as 
a witness, directing his attention and your attention to the ride that 
you took with Mr. Surine and Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore, he refers 
to that variously as a “party” and a “business transaction” involving 
post cards. Are your business transactions usually conducted in that 
manner ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Next week I will be 41. That is the first time that I 
have ever had such an experience. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you were at the post office at about mid- 
night on November 5, you were there with Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore: 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was there an argument between the two of 
you at that time about the post cards and what had been done to 
them and with them? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; there was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall what language—and I am inter- 
ested in the exact conversation—that you had with those persons at 
that time? 

Mr. Frepper. When I first got to the post office I was there with 
George Nilles and Mr. Moore. There was nothing especially about 
that language that I can recall. I knew they were angry, they were 
mad because I did not have more done. But there was nothing 
special about the language that I remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then you waited there some time until Mr. 
Surine arrived; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe you testified that that was about what 
time? Shortly after midnight or about 1 o’clock? About 1 a. m. on 
the morning of November 6? 

Mr. Frepper. Somewhere in there. After 1 o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time were you standing in the main post 
office, inside the post office building ? 

Mr. Fepper. We were in the vestibule between the inner door and 
the outer door. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else was present when Mr. Surine arrived ? 
In addition to Mr. Surine, Mr. Moore, Mr. Nilles and yourself? 

Mr. Frepper. I do not think I quite understood your question. 
When I was first at the post office and waiting for Mr. Surine, I do not 
remember whether we were waiting inside the post office or in the 
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vestibule. I do not remember exactly that. But I do remember I 
was in the vestibule. 

Mr. McDermorr. What we are concerned with and what I am in- 
terested in is who else was there? It does not make too much differ- 
ence where you were. 

Mr. Frepper. In the post office there was Mr. Nilles, Mr. Surine, 
and Mr. Moore. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there anybody else around ? 

Mr. Frpper. Nobody else around. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you alone with those three men? 

Mr. Fepper. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Subsequent to Mr. Surine’s arrival you testified in 
your earlier testimony that the conversation continued about what dis- 
position had been m: ide of these postcards; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepprer. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that there was some controversy about 
whether you had mailed some or had not mailed some and you ex- 
plained that; is that correct? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then did you discuss the advisability of going out 
and picking up the balance of the work / 

Mr. Frpper. Yes. I said to the three “Look, we have only three 
more stops to go, it is late. I am tired, I worked hard, I worked hard 
all day yesterday and today, had hardly any sleep. I —_ only three 
more stops to make, let us go to the girls’ houses and pick the work up.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you start to leave the post office then ? 

Mr. Fepver. After a little argument there I said “Let us go, we have 
three more girls,” I sort of turned and walked toward the door with 
the infention of them to follow. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then what happened ? 

Mr. Frpper. I think it was Surine who jerked me back by my coat 
and said “Look, I want that letter back.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you walking away at that time and going 
out the door ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I just made a step, I had not walked away. 

Mr. McDermorr. Intending to go and pick up these other cards? 

Mr. Frpper. Intending for them to follow me and pick up these 
other cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. Somebody grabbed you and said “What about that 
letter,” is that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. He did not say “What about it” 
letter back.” 

Mr. McDrermorr, What other panera took place at that time? 

Mr. Fepper. I was surprised. I did not even know that he knew 
about the letter. Up to then I did not know who he was or his identity. 
I : as surprised that he even knew that I had a letter. 

said “What letter?” He said “The letter that you got from Mr. 
Butler It was not “Senator” then. 

I said “What business is that of yours?” 

Senator Hrenprickson. Let me get my mind clear, Mr. Chairman. 
This conversation was with Mr. Don Surine; is that correct? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you say just a moment ago that you did 
not know who he was? I want to be clear about that. 


: he said “I want the 
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Mr. Fepper. I knew he was not from the Butler headquarters in 
Baltimore, working there as one of the regular workers. I was sun 
prised that he even knew that | had a letter. 

Senator Henprickson. Why then, back in the Emerson Hotel, did 
you ask for Don Surine ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Because I had made arrangements earlier in the day, 
at 8 o'clock, when I met Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Surine. Mr. Kiermas 
said he was going back to Washington and would send Don Surine back 
to meet me at 11 o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is Mr. Surine in the hearing room, please / 

Mr. Surtne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is this the gentleman to whom you are referring / 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your name, sir / 

Mr. Surtne. Surine; Don Surine. 

Mr. McDermorrt. This is the gentleman you are talking about when 
you are talking about Mr. Donald Surine; is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. As you started to walk out of the post office, 
somebody grabbed you by the coat and you said you had this con- 
versation, and they said “We want that letter back.” Did you have 
any other conversation ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Yes. I said, “You are not going to get the letter 
back.” I do not remember all the conversation. He said, “You had 
better give us that letter back. If you do not give us that letter back 
we will fix you up and put you through a McCarthy investigation.” 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Mr. Surine told you that ? 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Surine. He said,“ You know I can do that, do you 
not?” Isaid “Yes, I believe that.” He sort of bragged about being 
able to do it. 

I said, “I cannot give you the letter if I wanted to. It is in my 
law \ er’s oflice.” 

Mr. McDermorr. During this conversation were those three gentle 
men standing close to you ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Nilles or Mr. Moore join in that conver 
sation ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did they make any gestures to you or indicate 
that they were sympathetic to Mr. Surine’s cause or your own? 

Mr. Frepper. I was busy looking at Don Surine. I did not even watch 
them. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe you testified earlier that in that same 
conversation Mr. Surine made a reference to a man by the name of 
Kriss; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was that conversation ? 

Mr. Frepprer. He asked me if I knew Kriss. I said “No. Who is 
Kriss?” He said, “I mean Captain Kriss.” I said, “The name still 
does not mean se to me.” 

He said, “I mean Captain Kriss of the police department. He is 
a friend of mine, and he can make it tough for you. 

I said, “Look, you cannot sé “are me with police. I have no record 
and I have done nothing wrong.’ 
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Mr. McDermorr. Captain Kriss of what police department 4 

Mr. Feppver. Baltimore Police Department. He explained at that 
time that he formerly worked in Baltimore with the FBI and knew 
Captain Kriss well. 

Mr. McDermorr. In that conversation at the post office as you were 
preparing to leave, was there only one reference made to the letter of 
guarantee from Senator Butler, or did it come up several times in the 
conversation ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. It came up several times in the conversation. I said, 
“Look, it is getting late and I am tired. I want to LO home.” He 
said, “Where we come from your kind would be lucky to get home 
at all.” 

Mr. McDermorr. You explained to him that the letter to which he 
referred was in the hands of your attorney, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then you went out and made some calls to 
pick up this material ¢ 

Mr. Frpprr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Without reviewing all the details of that I be 
lieve that some time along about the middle of the night, at about 
oa. mM. or so, you testified that Mr. Surine demanded back the S500 
check that had been given to you earlier; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you tell him that that was at your home? 

Mr. Fepprer. Yes. 

Mr. McDernmorr, Then did you drive to your home to get it? 

Mr. Fepprr. Not right from ‘the post office. 

Mr. McDermorr. I mean at 3:15 or 4 o’clock or whenever it was in 
the morning ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes. We went home to get it. 

Mr. McDermorr., During the interval, while you were riding around 
with these three men, who was driving the car? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Surine was driving the car. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where were you seated in the car? 

Mr. Frepper. I was in the back seat. 

Mr. McDermorr. On the right hand side or left hand side / 

Mr. Fepper. I think on the left-hand side. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it a two-door or four-door car ? 

Mr. Frepper. It was a two-door car. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were seated behind the driver in the rear seat, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know who was in the back seat with you 4 

Mr. Frepper. No, I do not remember. One was with me. I do not 
remember which one. 

Mr. McDermorr. Either Mr. Nilles or Mr. Moore was in the back 
seat and the other was in the front seat with Mr. Surine. In thai 
interval between the time you left the post office, picked up some mate- 
rial and went to your home for the check, was there any further argu 
ment or discussion between you about either the Butler letter of guar 
anty or any other controversial matter ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I believe it was at that time they wanted to check—they 
started talking about the letter again. Then Don Surine said, “The 
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letter is no good to you; you promised to give it back to me, didn’t he, 
boys?” And the other two chimed in, “Yes, he did.” 

Mr. McDermorr. During this interval were you afraid or scared ? 
Were you afraid for your personal safety ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I was so scared I do not know how to tell you. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your height, Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Frepper. Five feet two. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the height of these other gentlemen ? 

Mr. Frpper. About 5 feet 11, 6 feet, 6 feet 1—something like that. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you testified that your state of mind in that 
interval, up to the time that you went home for your check, was one 
of fear; is that right? 

Senator Monroney. Just a moment. A member of the committee 
has a question. 

Senator Henprickson. You say you were quite frightened? Were 
you as frightened this night as you were the night the call came and 
you were told that your door was open and you had better get down to 
your shop? Were you frightened as badly this particular night as 
you were on that occasion / 

Mr. Fepper. I do not know how to measure it. I was plenty scared. 

Senator Henprickson. Which night was the worst experience for 
you! 

Mr. Fepper. This night was worse for me. 

Senator Henprickson. This was worse’ But at least that night 
you did go to the police: did you not ¢ 

Mr. Fepver. That is right. I was alone in my own car. 

Senator Hrenprickson. I am still wondering why you did not go to 
the police about this other incident. 

Senator Monronry. Are you through ? 

Senator Henprickson. J am through. I just want him to know 
that I have a question in my mind as to why he did not pursue this 
thing and go to the police, if he was as frightened as he claimed to be. 

(At 4:12 p.m. Senator Hennings returned to the hearing.) 

Mr. McDermorr. You made a reference about Mr. Becker ques- 
tioning you about the distance—the route and the distance to the res- 
taurant and so on. You cid not pay attention to the route that you 
followed as the driver of the car, Mr. Surine, knew where he was 
going. 

At that time you made some reference to the fact that he had been 
associated with the FBI and had been in Baltimore, is that correct ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you get that information ? 

Mr. Frpprer. From Mr. Surine. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Surine tell you that he was with the 
FBI? ; 

Mr. Frepper. Yes; he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he tell you that he was with the FBI at the 
time of your dealings with him? 

Mr. Frpprr. No, he had formerly been with the FBI. 

Mr. McDermorr. And he told you that he had been stationed in 
Baltimore ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. But he did not tell you whom he represented or 
by whom he was employed at the time of your dealings with him? 
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Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then you testified that you went to your home 
and in response to that demand you went in the house and got the 
$500 check, is that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did these three men want to come in the house 
with you? 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes, they wanted to come in with me, but I begged 
them not to because my wife was too upset from the previous conversa- 
tions over the phone. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did they park the car? Did they park 
the car in front of your house ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Right in front of the house. 

Mr. McDermott. Did they remain in the car while you went in the 
house ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. No. They got out of the car with me and I went in. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did they go? 

Mr. Fepprr. They waited for me at the bottom of the pavement. I 
had to go up the steps to the house. 

Mr. McDernmort. They went up to the steps to the front door and 
waited at the foot of the steps while you went in the house? 

Mr. ¥repper. I do not remember coming up the steps. They waited 
down on the pavement. 

Mr. McDernmorr. At the foot of the steps leading up to the front 
of your house? But you are sure that they did get out of the car and 
walk up to the foot of the steps of your house while you went in, is 
that right? 

Mr. Fepper. As I remember it, that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were the three of them standing there together? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What time of the day was that again? 

Mr. Fepprr. That was around 4 o’clock. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. In the morning? 

Mr. Frpprr. In the morning. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were the streets deserted or was there traffic off 
the streets 

Mr. Fepper. Oh, no; no traffic at all. The streets were deserted. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is your home in an exclusively residential clis- 
trict? Isthere any business activity around there or is it all residence / 

Mr. Frepper. All residential homes. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long were you in the house getting the c heck ? 

Mr. Fepper. Just maybe a minute, a minute and a half, or 2 minutes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall what the weather was that night 
generally? Was it warm or cold, snowing or raining? 

Mr. Fepprr. No; it was clear weather. 

(Senator Smith returned to the hearing at 4:16 p. m.) 

Mr. McDermorr. You went in and got the check. You picked up 
the check and came back out of the house, is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did “they give you any instructions about the 
amount of time you should spend in the house ? 

Mr. Fevper. No; I do not remember that. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you came back out, where were the three 
men standing? 








166 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Fepper. Just where I left them. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the foot of the steps leading up to your front 
door ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And their car was parked out at the curb? 

Mr. Frepprr. Down in the street; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. In front of your house? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. So when you brought the check out, and you 
handed it to Mr. Surine, did you hand it to him at the foot of the steps 
leading up to your front door ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, just as I got down to the pavement I gave him 
the check. I said, “He ‘re is the check, we have only one more stop 
to make, Mrs. Halley’s. You know Mrs. Halley, you have been there 
earlier in the day, you know where it is. You go to Mrs. Halley's 
house, and from there you go to the post office and we will settle in 
the office tomorrow. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state that Mr. Surine knew his way around 
Baltimore; he had no trouble finding his way ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. He had been to Mrs. Halley’s house earlier that 
day ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. You suggested to him that he go there, pick up 
that material and see you in the office later that same morning ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did he or any of the others say in response 
to that 4 

Mr. Fepper. He said, “We are not finished with you yet.” After 
a little talk 1 ended back in the ear. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who said “We are not finished with you yet"? 

Mr. Fepprer. Surine, I belie ve, I don’t know for sure—— 

Mr. McDermorr. Did the other two gentleman, Nilles or Mr. Moore, 
say anything on the occasion of that conversation at the foot of the 
steps leading up to your front door ?¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I do not remember any. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Surine said, “We are not through with you 
yet,” did he tell you to go back to the car or direct you back to the 
ear’ Or what happened then ¢ 

Mr. Frepprr. They were circled around me. “We are not finished 
with you yet, get back in the car,” and I got back in the car. 

Mr. McDermorr. The three men surrounded you; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDernorr. ‘There was one standing to one side, one to the 
other, and one either in front of you or behind you; is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. Right. 

Mr. McDrermorr., Then you went back to your car. Did you drive 
from there to Mr. Halley's first or did you go to Orey’s restaurant 
first ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. We drove away from my house. They were driving, 
and I do not remember the conversation. I said, “Mrs. Halley is the 
only one still waiting for us. Let’s go to Mrs. Halley’s.” But in- 
stead of going to Mrs. Halley’s we drove to Orey’s restaurant on 
Twenty-fifth Street. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You drove then from your house over to Orey’s 
restaurant, and during that time you had some conversations about 
whether you should go to Mrs. Halley’s, is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that in Orey’s restaurant that Mr. Surine 
in his own hand wrote out this two-page statement which has been 
admitted to the record of the subcommittee and identified as exhibit 
22? =Is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. You testified—— 

Mr. Fepper. But the whole statement was not finished. Only the 
first statement was finished at Orey’s and part of the second. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that was your testimony. You testified 
in response to Mr. Becker’s questioning that that was an all-night 
drive-in; is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were there any other customers in these premises 
when the four of you men walked in there / 

Mr. Frepper. I did not see any other customers there. 

Mr. McDermorr. You testified that you seated yourselves at the 
third booth inside the door / 

Mr. Fepper. At the third booth inside the door. 

Mr. McDermorr. After you gave your order to the waiter on duty 
there, or the man on duty, you indicated that Mr. Surine pulled out 
some paper and started to prepare this statement: is that ne rect 

Mr. Fepper. We sat at the table and Mr. Surine ordered a milk 
shake. I believe the others did, too. I donot remember exactly what 
they ordered. Thad a cup of coffee. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to limit the 
latitude of counsel at all, but I would like the record to show that all 
this testimony is a complete rehash of his original statement. 

Senator Monroney. The Chair is fully cognizant that somebody 
ordered a milk shake with an egg at that point. 

Mr. McDermorr. This was sometime around 4 a. m., that this trans 
action Was taking place? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. As Mr. Surine sat there writing this statement 
in his own hand, did he confer with you with reference to every word 
that was put down ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he sit there and write out this statement / 

Mr. Fepper. When we sat down at the table I ordered. IT had a lot 
of left-over stamps with me in my pockets that I had picked up at the 
various places. I took out the stamps from my pockets. put them on 
the table. and told them to count them because there had been a lot of 
arguments about me having mailed them and trying to defraud them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Fedder, please, we would like to conserve the 
time of the subcommittee. You testified to that. The question that 
I want answered is: did Mr. Surine sit there and write a substantial 
portion of this statement in his own hand before starting to discuss 
the various language with you, or did he discuss it with you as he 
wrote each few words? 

To rephrase the question: did you dictate this statement to Mr. 
Surine or did he write it out and then show it to you? 
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Mr. Frepper. He wrote it out and then showed it to me and told me 
to sign it. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time, in reviewing it, you made certain 
corrections about which you have testified at great length. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then you signed your name on the first page and 
on the second page ? 

Mr. Fepper. Right. 

Mr. McDernorr. In that statement you admitted 

Mr. Fepper. I did not sign it on the second page, at Orey’s. 

Mr. McDernmorr. That is right. But in that statement you 
acknowledged that you had been paid in full for this entire postcard 
transaction. 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that statement was witnessed by Donald A. 
Surine, Ewell G. Moore, Jr., and George J. Nilles? 

Mr. Fepper. The signatures are there but I do not remember their 
writing. Ido not remember their putting it there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were they present when this statement was 
begun ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Do you specifically recall seeing them sign their 
names as witnesses / 

Mr. Frepprer. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. That could have been done after you signed your 
name / 

Mr. Frpper. Right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall specifically whether their names 
appeared as witnesses when you signed your name to the second page? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not recall specifically. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you could have signed before these names were 
placed here; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. This Ewell G. Moore, Jr., who signed this state- 
ment as a witness, is the same man that subsequently brought you the 
$115 check: is that right ? 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is notwithstanding the fact in this state- 
ment, which he signed as a witness and which you signed, you ad- 
mitted that you had been paid in full for that transaction; is that 

right ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Did you have any conversation with Marse Cal- 
loway or Roscoe Simmons with reference to the campaign pamphlet 
which is identified in the records of the subcommittee as exhibit No. 6, 
entitled “Back to Good Old Dixie” ? 

Mr. Frpper. No; I do not know either one of them. 

Mr. McDernorr. I believe according to your earlier testimony the 
only people that you dealt with in connection with this piece of work 
were either Mrs. VanDyke or Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermort. In connection with this work, did you have any 
conversation or contact with Bishop Alexander P. Shaw, of the Balti- 
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more Erie Methodist Church, Rev. J. Timothy Bodie, president, 
United Baptist Missionary Convention, or Mr. John R. Berry, man- 
ager, North Carolina Mutual Benefit Insurance Co. ? 

Mr. Fepver. I do not know any of them. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not know any of them? You testified 
also in response to questioning by Mr. Becker that when you and 
your lawyer and another gentleman went to Mr. Mundy’s office to 
confer with him with reference to the balance that you claimed was 
owing to you on Mr. Butler’s account, that in defense of that indebt- 
edness he read to you this statement which Mr. Surine prepared and 
which is identified as exhibit 22; is that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you indicated also that he read to you 
another memorandum; is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall anything about that other 
memorandum ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; I recall something about that memorandum. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom was the memorandum addressed; do 
you know that ? 

Mr. Fepver. I do not know that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know by whom it was written? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Mundy told us it was a memorandum from Mr. 
Surine. 

Mr. McDermorr. A memorandum from Mr. Surine to somebody else 
whom you do not know ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the general subject of that memo- 
randum ? 

Mr. Fepver. That general subject was about the—that I was very 
evasive. I remember the word “evasive” stood out. I could not 
repeat the statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. I do not mean for you to be that specific. What 
was the general subject of the memor: andum ? 

Mr. Frepper. They were referring to the same statement that I had 
signed. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were they referring to the post-card transaction / 

Mr. Fepprr. They were referring to the post-card transaction ; that 
is right. And I remember parts ‘of the statement. The *y said that 
when they got back to Washington—this will identify that I heard it— 
when they got back to W ashington Monday morning they put the 
stamps back into the safe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Put the stamps back into whose safe? 

Mr. Fepper. I would not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that the general subject of that memorandum 
which Mr. Mundy read to you, and which he said was written by Mr. 
Surine, had to do with your experience the early morning of Novem- 
ber 6; is that right? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And your identification with this post-card 
transaction ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And they said that when they got back to Wash- 
ington they returned the stamps to some safe ¢ 





170 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Also a point has been made in your examination 
of the fact that you overcharged the John Marshall ‘Butler campaign, 
or allegedly overcharged them. 

Do you have the exhibit which has been identified as the bill? 

Mr. Fepper. The statement / 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Referring to exhibit 9, which is a part of 
the records of this subcommittee, that shows that you did a total of 
$18,099.59 worth of work for the John Marshall Butler campaign; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And has all of that sum been paid to you? 

Mr. Frepper. It has. 

Mr. McDermorr. Including the $1,325.07 which was owing to you 
at the time of your conversation with Mr. Mundy, when Mr. Mundy 
read to you the statement prepared by Mr. Surine and some other 
memorandum. 

Mr. Fepprer. Was all that money paid? I did not understand that. 

(Thereupon, the question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Frepper. Those moneys have not all been paid to me yet. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the point. But they have since ‘been paid 
to you; is that right ? 

Mr. Froper. They have since been paid. On December 26 I got 
final payment. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that any amount that was owing to you on 
the occasion of that conversation with Mr. Mundy, when he read to 
you the statement prepared by Mr. Surine—— 

Mr. Fepper. They still owed me $1,325 

Mr. McDermorr. That money has since been paid ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you received any statement or bill or claim 
from the John Marshall Butler campaign committee or anybody 
connected with it, claiming that you owe them any money back? 

Mr. Frpprer. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Has Mr. Mundy, Mr. Jonkel, Mrs. Van Dyke, 
Jean Kerr, Don Surine, or anybody else claimed of you that you owe 
money back to the John Marshall Butler campaign? 

Mr. Frpper. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you received these postcards at the police 
entrance to the Senate Office Building, were you given a list to use 
in the addressing of those cards ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. It was a portion of the Baltimore telephone 
book. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were given a portion of the Baltimore tele- 
phone directory ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Certain pages they wanted me to use. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who gave you that ? 

Mr. Frpper. I believe it was Mr. Surine. It might have been— 
I am not sure which one handed it to me, 

Mr. McDermorr. Both Mr. Surine and Mr. Nilles were present 
when those cards were delivered to you? 

Mr. Frepper. Say that again, 

Mr. McDermorr. Who was present when those cards were deliv- 
ered to you at the police entrance ¢ 
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Mr. Frepper. Saturday night? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Fepper. I believe you used the wrong names. Mr. Kiermas 
and Mr. Surine. 

Mr. McDermorr. One of them gave you the telephone directory ; 
is that right ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did they tell you to have the cards addressed, 
using the names in that directory ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. During any of your conversation with Mr. Su- 
rine did he inquire of you about the distribution that you had been 
able to make on the tabloid From the Record ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. The only distribution—they discussed it and— 
do you mind if I get the question again ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all right. During your conversation 
with Mr. Surine at any time did he ‘disc uss with you the distribution 
of the tabloid From the Record? Did that ever come up in your 
conversation with Mr. Surine, at any time? 

Mr. Frpper. At any time 

Mr. McDermorr. At any time. 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the substance of that conversation or 
what was his interest in the distribution of the tabloid From the 
Record ? 

Mr. Fepprr. We talked about the tabloid many times previous to 
that night when I signed the statement. Are you referring to the 
previous, or that night? 

Mr. McDermorr. It does not make any difference when. I am 
just asking if you had a conversation with Mr. Surine about the dis- 
tribution of the tabloid at any time. Did you ever discuss with Mr. 
Surine the distribution of the tabloid ? 

Mr. Frepper. At first the only discussions on the tabloid were to 
enclose with them the little blue circular that he brought me from 
Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever recall him inquiring of you as to 
how many of the tabloid you had been able to distribute ? 

Mr. Fepper. Never until later that night when I signed the state- 
ment. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he ever inquire of you ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time then when he made that reference, 
which he included in this statement, you discussed with him the dis- 
tribution of the tabloid; is that right ‘ ; 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Some suggestion was made in your eXamination 
by Mr. Becker about whether you had ever submitted an earlier state- 
ment to John Marshall Butler covering your work or services prior 
to the statement- 

Mr. Fepper. My a answer to that is that I do not remember whether 
we issued an earlier statement. I do not remember exactly. But I do 
know that on the handling of the mailing of distribution of the tabloid 
From the Record we had had an earlier bill. 
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Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you exhibit which has been marked 
“Exhibit 35” for purposes of identification and ask you if you car 
identify that. 

Mr. Frpprr. Yes; I can identify that as a statement. 

(The document referred to will be found in the files of the sub- 
committee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. What kind of a statement ! 

Mr. Frepper. From the National Advertising Co. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom? 

Mr. Fepprer. To John Marshall Butler, Lord Baltimore Hotel, Balti- 
more, Md., October 31, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. The date of that statement is October 31, 1950, 
and it is addressed to John Marshall Butler at the Lord Baltimore 
Hotel ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Does that statement reflect the major share of 
the work that you had done up to that time ? 

Mr. Fepper. This statement reflects not just the major, but all of 
the work which had been done and not even completed as yet. If they 
had this statement at that time they must have asked for it, because 
at that time the mailing had not been yet finished and the distribution 
had not been yet finished. 

They wanted to know approximately how much they owed us for 
purposes of having the money allotted. 

Mr. McDermorr. You testified earlier in your testimony that Mrs. 
Van Dyke asked you several times for an estimate of what the cost 
would be; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. When I got the order for the circulars and 
picking them up and everything she said she wanted a bill right away 
for the job. I said, “It will be impossible to give you a bill because 
I do not know what it is going to run. I do not know how many 
post-oftice boxes there are, I do not know how many we are going to 
distribute.” 

She said, “Give me an approximate bill, cover everything so there 
will be enough there so that we can allot the money and be sure to 
have enough to pay you.” That is why she got a round figure of 
S8.000, 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know whether the original of the state- 
ment of which that is a photocopy was ever sent to John Marshall 
Butler or his campaign headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I would have to presume that it was sent. I could 
not say 

Mr. McDermorr. I am interested in knowing if you know of your 
own knowledge whether that original bill was sent. 

Mr. Fepper. You mean the $8,000 bill? 

Mr. McDermott. Do you know of your own knowledge whether the 
original of the statement of which that is a photocopy was sent to 
Mr. Butler? The answer is either yes or no, I assume. 

Mr. Frepver. I do not remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I am not offering this exhibit at 
this time because it will be further identified by a later witness. 

In your examination by Mr. Becker you testified that in your tele- 
phone call to Mr. Butler at his home, first you called his son and 
subsequently when you talked to him personally, you made some 
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reference to the fact that you were the man who could be responsible 
for his not winning the election; is that correct? Or words to that 
effect ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I did not say it was possible, but I referred to his win- 
ning or losing the election. 

Mr. McDerworr. Is it a fact that at the time you made that state- 
ment to him you had in your plant or in your possession 500,000 copies 
of the tabloid that had been printed at the Times-Herald and a sub- 
stantial amount of other campaign literature ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And unless some arrangements were made with 
you for payment that literature was not going to be released, was it 

Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe I have no further questions of this wit- 
ness, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Fedder, as I recall it you testified that 
you hada telephone conversation with Drew Pearson; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is correct. 

Senator Henprickson. When did that telephone conversation take 
place: Before or after your meeting with Senator Tydings? 

Mr. Frepper. After. 

Senator Henprickson. How long after? 

Mr. Frepper. My meeting with Senator Tydings was on a Tuesday. 
My telephone call that I received from Drew Pearson was a Saturday, 
I believe. 

Senator Hrnprickson. Do you know Drew Pearson? 

Mr. Frepprr. Never saw him. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you know anyone on Mr. Drew Pearson’s 
staff ? 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir. 

Senator Hrenprickson. Or any one of his employees / 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir 

Senator Henprickson. Or anybody in his employment ? 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir. 

Senator H»nprickson. What was the nature of the conversation 
you had with him? 

Mr. Frpper. Drew Pearson told me that he had heard about a ride 
and wanted a story. I told him, “Sorry, I cannot give you any story, 
[ do no want to talk about it.” He said, “I know about it.” “I said, 
“Well, if you know about it, use that.” 

He said, “I have to have you identified.” He told me what he knew, 
and IT said, “That is right.” He referred to a report. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Fedder, have you ever been compensated 
by anyone at all for furnishing the information which brought on 
this hearing? 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. By no one? 

Mr. Frepper. By no one. 

Senator Henprickson. Or have you been promised any compensa- 
tion or reward of any kind at all? 

Mr. Frpper. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. You are quite sure about that? Do you 
understand my question? Have you ever been promised any reward 
or compensation for either the information that you have furnished 
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which led to this hearing, or for the testimony which you are offering 
before this committee / 

Mr. Frepper. Have I been promised something for it? No, sir. 

Senator Henpric KSON. Your business is a corporation, is it not? 

Mr. Frepprer. No, si 

Senator Henprickson. Is not your business incorporated ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. No, si 

Senator Henprickson. You trade under a corporate name, do you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. No, sir. I think different States have different rules. 
In some States a company would automatically mean a corporation, 
but in the State of Maryland I believe if you said “The National Ad 
vertising Co.” it would designate a corporation. 

Senator Henprickson. I am not too sure about it, but I thought 
you referred to your reens In your testimony as a corporation. 

Mr. Frepvper. No, s! 

Senator Henprickson. Who are the owners of your business? 

Mr. Frepper. I am the only owner of the business. 

Senator Henprickson. Approximately what was your total income 
for last year ? 

Mr. Frepper. I am not sure of the total. The accountants have the 
records now. They are preparing my income tax. I do not know my 
income for this year. 

Senator Henprickson. Would you be willing to furnish for this 
committee, if we asked for it, copies of your income tax ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Absolutely ; yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. You said in your testimony here this after- 
noon that as a result of your meeting with Senator Butler you con- 
sidered him an honest or a fine ge ntlem: in, words to that effect ? t 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, si 

Senator Hrnprickson. What is your opinion of Senator Butler 
how é 

Mr. Fepprr. My opinion of Senator Butler himself is the same. 

Senator Henprickson. In all of these contacts that you have had, 
in all these associations, transactions, and dealings that you have had 
with this campaign material, did you ever have any personal directions 
or instructions ee Senator Butler? 

Mr. Frepprer. No, si 

Senator Hlenprickson. I am still a little puzzled, Mr. Fedder, by 
your great fear on this one night that you speak of as a midnight ride, 
because you had other occasions in which I would have thought that 
you might have had the same fears. I recall in your testimony that 
the very next night you went to meet two men, one Mr. Moore who 
had been on the famous midnight ride and another gentleman, or two 
other strangers, and you met them at Thompson’ 3 Restaurant for the 
purpose of collecting a $115 check; is that right ? 

Mr. Frepvper. That is right. 

Senator Hrenprickson. Your fear of the night before had com- 
pletely disap ypeared, had it ? 

Mr. Frpprer. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. You still had the fear ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. I had someone with me. 

Senator Hrenprickson. How did you overcome the fear? Was it 
the check for $115 that dissipated the fear ¢ 
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Mr. Fepper. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. But at least you went the following night 
to Mr. Moore, who had been with you the night before, in what you 
term an abusive ride, and two other complete strangers, without any 
protection at all? 

Mr. Frepper. We were in a busy well-lighted restaurant and I had 
someone with me. 

Senator HenpricKson. You had some people with you the previous 
night, did you not? You had these ladies with you. I have forgotten 
the lady’s name who was with you for awhile. Then you were home 
where you had a chance to use the telephone. I cannot understand 
why you would go to the police on one occasion and not on another. 
That is what puzzles me. 

I just want to get to the root of this thing honestly. I just cannot 
understand why there seems to be great deprivation on one instance, 
and simplified on another. If you can explain it to my satisfaction 
I would love to have you do it. 

Mr. Fepper. I do not know how to explain that. I do not know how 
to measure my feelings. 

Senator Henpricxson. In your statement of yesterday you made 
reference to this fact. You say, “McCarthy had to divert moneys to 
the Taft campaign.” Where did you get that statement from? 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Jonkel. 

Senator Henprickson. From the campaign manager? 

Mr. Fepper. From the campaign manager at campaign headquar- 
ters. On several occasions when we were in the private oflice we dis- 
cussed different phases of moneys, problems, collections. 

Senator Henprickson. What did Mr. MeCarthy have to do with 
Senator Taft’s campaign in Ohio? 

Mr. Frpper. I do not know. 

Senator Henprickson. What was your total compensation from 
these printing contracts ? 

Mr. Frepper. Printing and mailing, $18,000. 

Senator Henprickson, Did you share any of that compensation 
with anybody ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. You received it all yourself ? 

Mr. Frepper. No. I subcontracted work. 

Senator Henprickson. You paid some of it out to these women for 
addressing post cards, didn’t you? 

Mr. Fepper. Not any of the money that I received from the Butler 

campaign headquarters jobs. That was a different job. I did not get 
that job from the campaign headquarters nor did the money come 
from the Baltimore campaign headquarters. 

Senator Henprickson. You enjoyed all the fruits and profits from 
the Butler campaign headquarters; is that right ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir; it was a nice order. 

Senator Henprickson. And you did not pay off anybody else in 
connection with the contract ? 

Mr. Fepper. No, sit 

Senator Henprickson. What portion of the moneys received repre- 
sented the compensation for distributing these tab loids? 

Mr. Fepper. $1,521. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Fedder, you are a printer, are you not? 
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Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you have any publications or do you just 
do job printing ¢ 

Mr. Frevper. We do not—we have a complete direct mail and print- 
ing company. 

Senator Henprickson. How long have you been in that business ? 

Mr. Frepper. Eighteen years. 

Senator Henpricxson. Then you know something about the laws 
of libel, do you not ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Have you had any experience with the law 
on that subject ? 

Mr. Frepprr. No, sir; never. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you know whether it is libelous to dis- 
tribute or disseminate libelous material ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir; 1 know it is libelous to distribute libelous 
material. 

Senator Henprickson. When you undertook distribution of these 
tabloids, did you examine the tabloids ¢ 

Mr. Frepver. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you mean to tell me that a printer with 
18 years’ experience would undertake the distribution on a large 
scale of printed material in a political campaign, at the very height 

of the political campaign, without even looking at the mater ial that he 
Was going to distr ibute / 

Mr. Frpprer. I looked at it. You asked me if I examined it. 

Senator Henprickson. What do you mean you looked at it? 

Mr. Frpper. I saw it was a tabloid, and from the Record. 

Senator Henprickson. Did not that in itself put you on notice that 

might have been well to examine it 4 

Mr. Fepper. It might have had I received the order from a racketeer, 
but I received it from John Marshall Butler, someone I respect very 
much. 

Senator Henprickson. You received the order directly from John 
Marshall Butler ? 

Mr. Fepper. Not directly, but from his campaign headquarters. I 
hgured he knew what was going on. 

Senator Henpricxson. Who in his campaign headquarters? Let 
us be specific. 

Mr. Frepper. I got my instructions from Mrs. Van Dyke to go “4 
Washington, to the Washington Times-Herald, one of Americ: 
largest newspapers. I did not figure a little man like me has to a k 
on the Washington Times-Herald or the John Marshall Butler cam- 
paign. 

Senator Henprickson. Let me warn you, sir, that it is always the 
little man who has to be most careful. 

Mr. Frepper. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. You took these tabloids and you distributed 
them without a thorough examination of them ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. I am not a member of the Maryland bar, and 
IT do not profess to know anything about that law, but as I understand 
it anybody who disseminates or distributes libelous material is just as 
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guilty as the person who places the data into print. I would have to 
have counsel advise me on that subject. 

But I think hereafter it might be well for you to look at the material 
before you ever distribute it. 

Mr. Frepper. I think you are right. 

Senator Henprickson. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronrey. Mr. Hennings? 

Senator Hennings. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Fedder, who helped you prepare the statement 
which you presented to this committee yesterday 4 

Mr. Fepper. My attorney, Mr. Braiterman. 

Senator Smirn. Anyone else ? 

Mr. Fepper. No. 

Senator Smirn. No one else with you when the preparation was 
going on? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes; someone else was in the place at the time the 
preparation was going on. 

Senator Smrrx. Who was that? 

Mr. Fepper. We had two girls typing stencils and mimeographing, 
and in the shop was a man working on a job. He had no connection 
with this. 

Senator SmirH. I understood you to say some time ago that Mr. 
Fried was in the room when you were preparing this statement. Am 
I wrong? 

Mr. F'epper. He was there. He said he had to have 12 copies for the 
hearing, because ordinarily the rules are that I must have my mimeo 
graphed copies in your hands 24 hours before, but I did not have 24 
hours’ notice, and I did not know until Monday afternoon that I would 
be allowed to work from a prepared st atement. 

So I got busy with my attorney about 5 or 5:30 and started prepar- 
ing the statement. As we were preparing it ol writing it our girls 
were typing the stencils. Mr. Fried, whose place of business is next 
door to mine, he came in to see if we had them ready yet. He waited 
around a while, went out and came back later until we finally com- 
pleted the statement, so he could have his 12 copies. 

Senator Smiru. Did he talk over the statement with you when he 
came in on those several occasions ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. No. 

Senator SmirH. Did he have anything to say other than to ask you 
if it was ready ? 

Mr. Fepper. I do not remember anything. 

Senator Smrru. And he and the two girls and your attorney were 
the only ones in the room at any time during the preparation of the 
statement ; is that correct. 

Mr. Fepper. No. My office is an open office. 

Senator Smiru. I am just trying, Mr. Fedder, to determine who was 
with you when the statement w: as being prepared. 

Mr. Fepper. Mr. Fried at times was also in the room while—he was 
in my offices, he was in and out several times while we were preparing 
the statement, but the statement was prepared solely by Mr. Braiter 
man and myself. 
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Senator Smirn. It was prepared only by you and your attorney? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. No one else had anything to say about it ? 

Mr. Frpper. No. 

Senator SmirH. Have you been contacted by anyone who has at- 
tempted to influence you in the prepared testimony that came to the 
committee since you have made the statement ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. No. 

Senator Smirn. Before you made the statement ? 

Mr. Frpper. No. 

Senator Smiru. When you were writing it / 

Mr. Frpper. No. 

Senator Smirn. Not at any time has anybody tried to influence you 
concerning the statement which you prep: ared / 

Mr. Frepprer. No. 

Senator Smiru. And no one helped you except your attorney / 

Mr. Fepper. My attorney and myself. 

Senator Smira. And your two stenographers 

Mr. Fepper. I had the « ‘opy that I originally gave to Mr. Fried that 
was typed up by your committee. I had that copy, also, to check with. 

Senator Smiru. And there was no other help? 

Mr. Frepper. No other help. 

Senator SmrirH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. I have just two questions. At no time during 
your conversation with the Butler campaign headquarters was there 
any distinction made between the distribution of From the Record or 
Back From Dixie that would distinguish it from any of the other 
literature ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That buzzer confused me. | Referring to quorum ¢ all. | 

Senator Monronrey. Was there any time during your dealings with 
the campaign manager, Mr. Jonkel, or Mrs. VanDyke the oflice man- 
ager of the Butler campaign eaten, in which there was any 
Cifference made in the dlise ussions between From the Record and Bac k 
From Dixie with regard to distribution ? 

Mr. Fepprer. The Back From Dixie, we did not distribute that. 

Senator Monronry. You printed it ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. We printed it. Most of them were delivered to Mr. 
Marse Calloway. Some were delivered to the campaign headquarters 
office. 

Senator Monronrey. Was there any question about these two pieces 
being different in any way from the other ¢ unpaign literature that 
you were working on for the Butler campaign headquarters? 

Mr. Frepprer. I do not remember. 

Senator Monroney. Let me put it this way: You testified, I believe, 
that you had never met Mr. Edward B. Freeman or Mr. John B. 
Purnell, who were the Young Democrats for Butler ? 

Mr. Frpper. I never met any of those. 

Senator Monroney. And had no contact whatsoever with them in 
the distribution or mailing From the Records? 

Mr. Frepper. None, at any time. 

Senator Monroney. Did you have any contact with anybody else 
other than the Butler campaign headquarters for the mailing and 
distribution of From the Record ? 
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Mr. Fepper. Only Miss Kerr or Mr. Surine, which I referred to in 
the other testimony. 

Senator Monroney. The people that you have referred to were all? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Senator Monronery. Have you ever had any dealings with the police / 

Mr. Frepper. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Did you ever have any contacts with public 
officials in regard to investigations or anything of that kind? 

Mr. Fepper. No, sir: never. 

Senator Monronry. Have you ever met a member of the FBI? 

Mr. Fepper. Not until this investigation started. 

Senator Monroney. Whom did you meet ¢ After you reported ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. After I reported to the FBI. 

Senator Monroney. When did Mr. Surine tell you that he was a 
former member of the FBI? 

Mr. Fepprer. When / 

Senator Monronery. Yes. 

Mr. Fepper. That Sunday morning, early Sunday morning, while 
we were at the post office. 

Senator Monronry. About what time was that ? 

Mr. Frepper. That was approximately around 1 o'clock, o1 

Senator Monroney. 1 a. m.? 

Mr. Frepper. 1 a. m. 

Senator Monronry. And you never had any dealings with any law- 
enforcement agencies, and when you tell the committee that you were 
frightened you mean that you were sincerely frightened ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. Absolutely. 

Senator Monronry. And words were said in a mannerism that led 
you to be fearful that maybe you would get in trouble or would be 
subject to some kind of penalty or something? 

Mr. Fepper. The penalty did not bother me, when he talked about 
C aptain Kriss of the police department. That did not bother me a 
bit. I told him so, that you cannot scare me with police, I have done 
nothing wrong and I have never done anything wrong to have a record 
of any kind. 

You cannot scare me with police. That did not bother me. 

Senator Monroney. That is all that L have. The witness may stand 
aside, 

(Thereupon, the witness was excused.) 

Senator Monronry. The Chair would like to announce that be- 
cause of the program on the Senate floor tomorrow we have been re- 
fused permission to sit during the afternoon period. 

So the hearing will take place between 10 and 12 tomorrow. We 
will get to our list of witnesses as rapidly as possible. 

We have had requests from witnesses who are scheduled to appear 
later to speed up their time of testimony and it will be difficult to 
change the hearing arrangement at this time. 

We will try to operate as rapidly as possible so there will not be big 
gaps in the testimony. 

The hearing is now adjourned. 

(Thereupon, at 4:58 p. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 

1 Thursday, March 1, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 


S5670 m1 13 








MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 





THURSDAY, MARCH 1, 1951 


Untrep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:15 a. m., 
in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney 
presiding. ah ; so 

Present: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith of 
Maine, and Hendrickson. 

Also present : Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward A. 
McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing will be in order. Our other mem- 
ber will be here in just a moment, | believe. 

The Chair would like to announce that we have this room only 
through Friday. Next week we are going to be faced with a housing 
problem, and it looks like we will probably have to meet in the Rules 
Committee room, which has a limited space downstairs, unless other 
arrangements can be made to secure larger quarters. 

I thought I would announce that at this time, so that you would be 
advised. We are searching for some space in which to continue the 
hearings next week, and it will be continued, even though we may 
have to go to limited quarters. 

Will counsel call the first witness ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel, will you rise, please, and be sworn. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
give this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Jonkew. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JON M. JONKEL, ACCOMPANIED BY EDWARD B. 
WILLIAMS, ATTORNEY 


Senator Monroney. We are informed that Senator Hendrickson is 
on his way to the hearing room, and we will wait just a moment so 
that he will have the advantage of the full testimony. 

(Short intermission.) 

Senator Monroney. Well, will counsel go ahead? I am sure that 
Senator Hendrickson will be here in just a moment. 

Mr. McDermorr. The record may show that the witness, Mr. Jon- 
kel, is accompanied by his counsel, Mr. Edward Williams. 

Now, will you state your name, please. 

Mr. Jonker. Jon M. Jonkel. 
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Mr. McDermorr. What is your present residence address ¢ 
Mr. Jonxe.. Fairfax Hotel, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long have you lived at the Fairfax Hotel, 
Mr. Jonkel? 

Mr. Jonxe.. About 314 months. 

Mr. McDermorr. About 314 months? 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where is your legal residence at this time? 

Mr. JonKet. Fairfax Hotel in Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Are you married ? 

Mr. Jonkeu. I am separated from my wife. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Prior to the time that you established your 
legal residence at the Fairfax Hotel in Washington, D. C., what was 
your legal residence ¢ 

Mr. Jonxew. I lived in Baltimore for 4 months; and before that I 
lived at 814 Washington Boulevard, Oak Park, Il]. That is a suburb 
of Chicago. 

Mr. McDernirr. Was your legal residence at Oak Park, IIL, prior 
to your taking up permanent residence in Washington, D. C.¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. Technically, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your present employment or position, Mr. 
Jonkel ? 

Mr. Joxen. Iam a public relations counsel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you own your own business ? 

Mr. JonkKen. Yes, I do. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have an office here in Washington for that 
purpose ¢ 

Mr. Jonxex. I have not established my office or business address, 
other than my residence address at the Fairfax Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you formerly operate a public-relations busi- 
ness in Chicago, Tll., or elsewhere ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, in Chicago, Il., at 26 East Huron Street, for the 
past 5 or 6 years. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Is that office now closed ? 

Mr. JonKen. Yes; it is. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember the approximate date when 
you established your permanent residence at the Fairfax Hotel in 
Washington, D. C.? Can you describe that with any more definite- 
ness ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, it would have been shortly after the campaign 
in Maryland, sometime in the middle of November. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you a registered voter in the State of Illinois? 

Mr. Jonxen. I was a registered voter in the State of Lllinois. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you own a residence or property in the State 
of Illinois at the present time ? 

Mr. JonKen. No; I do not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, approximately when did you go from your 
residence in Oak Park, Il., to Baltimore, Md. ? 

Mr. Jonxen. About July 15 or 16. 

Mr. McDermorr. 1950? 

Mr. Jonken. 1950. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Had you ever lived in Baltimore prior to that 
time ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; I had not. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You have never maintained a legal residence in 
the State of Maryland, is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; I have not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have occasion, prior to the summer of 
1950, to visit in Baltimore or in Maryland ? 

Mr. JonkeL. Yes, I have been in Baltimore and I have been in 
Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have a wide acquaintance, either in the 
city of Baltimore or in the State of Maryland ? 

Mr. JonkeL. I knew practically no one in the State of Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you were a complete stranger to the State of 
Maryland and the city of Baltimore until the summer of 1950, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I believe that you were active in the sena- 
torial campaign of John Marshall Butler. 

Mr. Jonken. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. In what capacity were you associated with that 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, in several capacities. When I started out I 
was employed by Mr. Butler to serve as a public relations adviser, 
and to be a campaign assistant to him. As the campaign proceeded 
and as we had difficulty in getting I suppose what you would call 
competent or experienced volunteer personnel at the administrative 
level, I became, I assumed the proportions of a campaign manager 

I started out as a public relations man, and as there were more : and 
more jobs to be done, I assumed the responsibility for the job, because 
we had nobody else to do it. Mr. Butler was the candidate and I was 
the campaign staff. 

Mr. McDermorr. About what time did this change in status occur? 
Was it in October or September or when ? 

Mr. Jonxen. No, we started at the primaries. You see, I worked 
with Mr. Butler through the primaries, and then through the general 
election, and the first several weeks I was in Baltimore we attempted 
to set up a kind of a steering committee or a guidance committee, an 
advisory group, that would raise finances, raise money, and act in the 
many capacities that the normal campaign has. 

Because of pressure, and because of many reasons, I don’t know all 
of them, everybody was pretty busy, I guess. We just never did get 
around to setting up a committee, so T began to do the things I am 
speaking about almost immediately. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. So, during the conduct of the senatorial 

campaign of John Marshall Butler, prior to the general election on 
Neve mber 7, you served in the capacity of campaign manager, is that 

right ? 

“Mr. JonxKeEL. By usage, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you a designated political agent of John 
Marshall Butler for that purpose ? 

Mr. Jonken. No: I was not, because we kept assuming we were going 
to have either a campaign manager or an advisory group that would 
be represented as political agent. 

Mr. Cornelius P. Mundy was the agent. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in your capacity as, first of all, publie rela- 
tions adviser, and campaign assistant, and in the campaign leading up 
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to the general election as campaign manager, did you have occasion 
to familiarize yourself with the election laws of the State of Mary- 
land ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. Somewhat. My principal function in that regard, | 
thought, was to make sure that Mr. Mundy, who was the agent, was 
familiar with them, and I obtained copies of some of the other things, 
and I tried to see that Mr. Mundy had those, the copies of the laws, 
and so forth. 

Mr. McDermort. Did you obtain a copy of the election laws of the 
State of Maryland? 

Mr. Jon«ew. I think he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was Mr. Mundy’s official capacity in the 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. JonKEL. Political agent and treasurer. 

Mr. McDermorr. He was the designated treasurer of the John 
Marshall Butler campaign ? 

Mr. JonKxeL. He was the designated treasurer. However, he did not 
raise funds, nor did he carry ‘out some of the functions that other 
political agents have done. He served as kind of recording financial 
secretary. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. I see. Now, going back just a moment to your 
activities in Chicago, Ill., prior to your going to Baltimore in the 
summer of 1950, what type of a public relations business did you 
operate? What was your general clientele ? 

Mr. Jonxev. Well, I guess you could say that they were mostly in 
the philanthropic or in the social-welfare area. 

I handled such accounts as the American Hospital Association, the 
Salvation Army, and the American Epilepsy League. Well, those 
three are typical. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. How long did you live in Chicago or its suburbs? 
Mr. Jonxen. Well, Chicago has always been my home. I have trav 
eled very extensively. I have lived in other parts of the country, but 

Chicago or its suburbs has always been my home. 

Mr. McDermorr. You stated before closing your office there that 
you were in the public relations business in Chicago for 5 or 6 years. 

Prior to that time had you always been employed in the city of 
Chicago? 

Mr. Jonken. No; I was in the Army for a while. I am not sure 
what you would call that. I worked with the Forest Service for a 
while, I lived on the west coast and I worked out there, but in my 
adult life, I think that is what you would want, from the age of 25 
years, I have always _— employed either by a Chicago organization 
for whom I traveled, or else I had my own organization in Chicago. 

Mr. MoDerrmorr. lone: in connection with your work at any time 
did you ever represent any newspapers or any publishing interests in 
Chicago? 

Mr. Jonker. You will have to define that. T don’t know what you 
mean by “did I represent ?” 

Mr. McDernmorr. Well, did you do any work, were you ‘on their 
payrolls, or did you receive any fees for doing such work ? 

Mr. JonKeL. You mean, did I receive a fee for doing work for news 
papers in Chicago? No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever do any work for which you did not 
receive a fee or salary / 
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Mr. Jonken. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first meet John Marshall Butler? 
Mr. JonKEL. I met him at a meeting of a committee from Maryland 
that was called to see whether or not they wanted to employ me to 
work on his campaign, and for me to see whether or not I wanted to 
be employed by them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who introduced you to this Maryland commit 
tee? Were you in Chicago at that time 

Mr. Jonxex. I was in Chicago. I received—Miss Bertha Adkins, 
who was national committeewoman from Maryland, tried to reach 
me in Chicago in order to discuss the campaign, but we did not get 
together there. Mrs. Peter Miller. of W ashington, called and as sked 
if | would like to come and meet Miss Adkins and a group of people 
that she would bring from Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you known Bertha Adkins prior to her call 
to you! 

Mr. Jonket. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did she happen to get in touch with you out 
there in Chicago, do you know / 

Mr. JonkeL. Yes. She discussed the Maryland campaign and the 
possibility of defeating Senator Tydings, and because of public 
sentiment thought Mr. Butler was ‘an excellent candidate, but she 
did not think that his campaign was organized, and it did not look 
as though he would get through the primaries without some help. So 
she discussed it with Mrs. Miller, at that time a resident in Maryland, 
and they talked about who they could get to help. Mrs. Miller recom- 
mended that Miss Adkins get in touch with me and see whether or not 
| would be interested. 

Mr. McDermorr. This is Ruth McCormick Miller of the Wash- 
ington Times-Herald, who is sometimes referred ¢o in the record as 
Bazy Miller. Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Bazy Miller. At that time she was Mrs. Peter M. 
Miller, and is now Ruth McCormick Miller. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was her capacity at the Times-Herald / 

Mr. Jonken. She is editor. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, have you known Ruth McCormick Miller 
for some time 4 

Mr. Jonken. I know both Mr. and Mrs. Miller for, it will be 3 years 
sometime this summer. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, prior to your introduction to the campaign 

f John Marshall Butler in the State of Maryland, what was your 
prior political campaign experience / 

Mr. Jonken. I was never employed in a political campaign be- 
fore. 

Mr. McDermorr. This was your first connection with a senatorial 
campaign, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. Now, will you please define the word “connection,” 
I mean I have voted, and I have worked with committees, and I have 
been a volunteer. Is that what you mean ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, you have been a volunteer worker in sena- 
torial campaigns? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. 
Mr. McDermorr. In what campaigns were they / 
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Mr. Jonxen. In Illinois. 
Mr. McDerrmorr. Have you ever participated as a volunteer or 
as a paid employee in any other senatorial campaign, primaries or 
general election ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. Never. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever do any work in connection with 4 
primary campaign in the State of Florida? 

Mr. Jonxe. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had no connection with the primary cam 
paign in 1950 in the State of Florida ? 

Mr. Jonker. I never had a connection with any Senate campaign 
at any time in the State of Florida. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the campaign of John Marshall Butler was 
the first campaign with which you have been identified as a paid 
employee ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: it was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do you remember approximi: itely when you 
were first contacted by Miss Adkins. at the suggestion of Mrs. Miller? 

Mr. Jonker. Probably the first week in July. 

Mr, McDermorr, Of 1950? 

Mr. JONKEL. 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. Prior tothat time had you ever been on the payroll 
or in the employ of the Chicago Tribune or the Washington Times- 
Herald ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I never worked for either paper. 

Mr. McDermorr. It was a social relationship, or one of friendship, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonxeu. Yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, you state that Miss Adkins did not get to see 
you when she was going through Chicago, and then you received a 
telephone call from Mrs. Ruth McCormick Miller, asking that you 
come to Washington to meet some people, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. That was sometime in mid-July 1950? 

Mr. Jonnxen. Yes. Specifically it must have been about the 15th 
or the 16th, because I started with Mr. Butler on the 18th of July 1950. 

Mr. McDérmorr, All right. So you came from Chicago to the city 
of Washington. With whom did you meet and where? 

Mr. Jonxen. Imet with Mr. Jacob France, who was national Repub 
lican committeeman from Maryland; Miss Bertha Adkins, who is 
national ecommitteewoman : Robert Bonnell, who was at that time State 
finance chairman for the Republican Party, with Mr. Butler, and we 
met in Mrs. Miller’s office. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Was Mrs. Ruth McCormick Miller present at that 
first meeting ? 

Mr. Jonker. She was present. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the first time you had ever met John 
Marshall Butler, is that right ? 

Mr. Jonxen. That was the first time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who introduced you to Mr. Butler ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Miss Adkins was more or less in charge of the meeting 

Mr. McDermorr. Who introduced you to Miss Adkins¢ You had 
not seen her previously. 


Mr. Jonxen. Mrs. Miller. 
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Mr. McDermorr. That meeting was held in Mrs. Miller’s executive 
offices at the Washington 'Times-Herald, is that right / 

Mr. JoNKEL. In one of the offices at the Times-Herald, in the Times- 
Herald Building. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that in her oflice ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes; in the executive offices. It was not a board room 
or anything like that, it was in her office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, there were present at that meeting then 
these five people whom you have identified, and yourself ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, what was the general discussion’ Were 
they inquiring as to whether you would be interested in acting as a 
paid employee and adviser in the campaign in Maryland 

Mr. Jonken. Yes; they were there to discuss the ¢ — ign and the 
possibility of Mr. Butler winning. They wanted to know what | 
would do about it to facilitate such a thing, how can 1 we work it, 
how much money would be involved, what kind of a budget it would 
require. ‘They were trying to hire someone. 1 was selling myself, in 
a way. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did they ask your advice on those matters / 

Mr. JonKkeEL. Oh, yes; of course. 

Mr. McDermorr. They asked your advice on what their budget 
should be, how they should handle the campaign, and all these matters 
about which you have testified, and you had had no connection with 
any prior campaign, and you had no knowledge of the State of Mary- 
land or the city of Baltimore; is that correct / 

Mr. Jonxer. Well, Mr. McDermott, that is my business. I am a 
public-relations man. I am not.a press agent for theatrical people. 
That is my business, organizing things, and having some estimate of 
how you go about tt, without knowing the details of what we would 
ask ina pub lic-opinion survey. IT woul know that we should have a 
public-opinion survey. I would know that it should cost an X num- 
** of dollars. I knew before I came here. | knew what I was coming 
to talk about. It was the same thing as if LT had talked to anybody in 
South Dakota or any place else about any other kind of work T do. 
I knew what the newspaper budget would have to be, and how many 
radio stations there were. 
¢ Mr. McDermorr, In connection with your prior work in the city of 
Chicago as pub lic-relations counselor for the various clients you repre 
sented, did you have occasion to do work for them in the State of 
Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No; I have never worked in the State of Maryland 
before. 

Mr. McDrraworr. And you never conducted any prior public- 
relations campaign in the State of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. JoNKEL. Well, just to keep the record clear, I have undoubtedly ‘ 
from my office. we have sent releases to hewspapers in the State of 
Maryland, in the same way that we sent releases to any other news 
papers in any other State in the country. We were working on a 
national account. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you equipped with a supply of information 


/ 


as to the population of the communities, and so on and so forth ¢ 
Mr. Jonxev. Yes: I was. 
Mr. McDermorr. You had prepared that before you came here ¢ 
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Mr. Jonxew. Yes; I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long did that interview consume, approx 
mately ¢ 

Mr. Jonxew. Several hours. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did anyone else join that interview while it wa- 
in progress, or was it conducted solely by the people you hav 
mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. That I really would not remember. It is a newspape: 
office. Mrs. Miller was the editor. I imagine there were people in 
or out. As a matter of fact, Mrs. Miller may have asked someone to 
come in and justify or expound on some points that Miss Adkins 01 
Mr. Bonnell brought up. I got information from them. They may 
have asked somebody to come in. If they did, I don’t recall it at the 
time. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not recall the identity of any of those 
persons who might have come in and joined in those discussions fo: 
part of the time? 

Mr. Jonxen. Now, I am trying to answer any question that I can 
Frank Smith may have come in the room. I don’t remember if he 
did or if I talked with him after the meeting. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Allright. Then, after that meeting which lasted 
several hours, what did you do then? Did you return to Chicago‘ 

Mr. Jonxet. No; I did not. I was staying here in Washington, 
I don’t remember at what hotel, but I was staying here some place. 

I thought over what they said and I assume that I talked with Mrs. 
Miller; it was at her office, and I was here at her invitation, and | 
probably went and had dinner and tried to work out and see what 
could be done. 

I know that I called my office in Chicago. Mr. Butler told me that 
if we were going to start it would have to be immediately, so I called 
my office to see what was cooking. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that meeting did you discuss the raising of 
funds to finance the campaign ? 

Mr. Jonxe.. Yes: we talked about how much money would be 
available. You see, it is a little difficult to talk about money, or it 
was a little difficult to talk about money in Senator Butler’s campaign. 
because in most States the Republican Party, and the Republican 
Party in Illinois, for instance, as a party, the State senatorial com- 
mittee raises funds; the Democratic Party does also, and there is a 
State fund-raising effort in behalf of the parties as a whole. 

In Maryland you do not have that. The Republican Party was ver) 
poorly organized, or it was not organized at all in Maryland, so every 
time we talked about money we hi: ad to think in terms not only of the 
Butler campaign, but about his proportionate share, which was at least 
50 percent of the total Republican general cost in the State. 

Like money that would have to go in the county, money that would 
have to be used in behalf of other candidates, so that took a long time 
to get around. It was a little difficult for me to get right quick where 
the money that was to be used in his behalf only ended, and where did 
the money for the city committee of Baltimore and for the commit 
tees of the county started. 

So we talked an awfully lot about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, in view of the fact that you were not going 
to have sums available for the State Republican Committee, as you 
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say is the practice in other States, did you discuss the possible source 
of funds to support Butler’s s campaign, how they might be raised ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes; Mr. Bonnell who, as I said, was State finance 
chairman, Mr. Bonnell thought that perhaps they could raise a total 
of from $25,000 to $35,000, and in view of the many extra respon- 
sibilities that would have to be assumed by Mr. Butler, or by an 
Republican candidate to the Senate, I did not think that was aan 
money. 

Mr. Butler, or Mr. France, I guess everybody thought, perhaps 
a group of representative citizens could form a committee to raise 
additional money. We talked in terms of an over-all expenditure 
of $75,000. 

My original budget was set at $65,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in that connection were the identities of 
this committee of representative citizens discussed ¢ 

Mr. JonKEL. No; and it would be very diflicult to ever decide who 
they were, because they never did materialize. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. You got your funds from other sources ? 

Mr. JonxKeL. No; we got our funds in a last-minute effort of a lot 
of people. Their names were never mentioned. I don’t even know 
them today. 

Mr. McDermorr. You know generally the source from which they 
were made available? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. Mr. Charles Jackson served as secretary of a 
financial committee, and he was very active in the last 3 weeks of the 
campaign. That was Charles Jackson, of Baltimore. 

Mr, McDermorr. All right. 

Mr. Jonkev. And he would know more than I would about the men 
that were on that committee and solicited funds. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, following this meeting in the offices of the 
Times-Herald, when did you finally arrive at an agreement for 
employment by Senator John Marshall Butler, or by John Marshall 
Butler at that time? 

Mr. Jonxet. The next day, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. The following day you and Mr. Butler worked 
out the details? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes. He was in Baltimore, and I had stayed in Wash- 
ington. I called him and asked him if they had come to a decision, 
because I had. I thought that he would be a very good candidate, and 
in my personal opinion I thought he was the kind “of man who should 
be in public life, and I could be very happy working for him. It 
would be a very, very tough job, but if he wanted to take a flyer at it, 
I would work very hard for him. 

Mr. McDernmorr. At the time of this meeting when you decided 
to join his campaign, was that a conversation between Senator Butler 
and yourself, or was there anyone present at that time? 

Mr. Jonker. This was a long-distance phone call, I would say, from 
Washington to Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. So the final decision was made over the telephone, 
is that right ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I worked for Mr. Butler; he employed me personally. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. I assume in connection with that. dis- 
cussion that you discussed your salary ; is that right? 
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Mr. Jonxet. Yes; we had discussed that the first day we were 
there. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you agree your salary would be for 
your services ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. My salary and maintenance was to be $1,250 a month. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, that $1,250 figure was to include your 
living expenses? You paid your living expenses out of that? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, other than personal expenses for—I mean, that 
would be associated with the campaign, like if I bought a politician a 
lunch, or a dinner, or if I bought a volunteer worker or volunteer 
workers who worked very, very hard for us—a great many volun- 
teers—if I bought them a lot of Coca-Colas that would not be paid 
for by me. 

If I had to go and make a trip some place, if I had to go from one 
end of the State to the other, and if I had come to do some research 
work, that would not be paid for by me. As a matter of fact, that is 
not very much money. 

Mr. McDermorr. And under those arrangements if you bought the 
volunteers something besides Coca-Cola you would not have to pay 
for that? 

Mr. Jonxen. You mean if I found a volunteer who wanted a drink, 
would I buy that for her? I guess so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you mentioned your employment in the 

campaign of John Marshall Butler on or about mid-July 1950. 

Mr. Jonker. July 18. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you regard your services as terminated 
or concluded ? 

Mr. Jonxet. November 8 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, for your services during that time did you 
receive payment at the rate of $1,250 a month according to your agree- 
ment ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; I did. I received my last—as you undoubtedly 
know, we were very, very short of money from day No. 1 in the cam- 
paign until now, as a matter of fact—and T received the last part of 
the money that was due to me, my salary, if you will, I received that 
sometime late in December. 

Mr. McDernmorr. So you were paid in full for your services, in 
accord: ~ e with that agreement? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. Me Drermorr. Were all of those sums paid to you by the cam- 
paign treasurer, Mr. Mundy % 

Mr. Jonxeu. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in connection with your services in the 
campaign of John Marshall Butler, in any of the capacities in which 
you have mentioned or in any other capacity, did you receive any 
other payments from any other sources? 

Mr. Jonxen. You mean for myself personally ? 

Mr. McDernmorr. That is right. 

Mr. Jonxen. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. So, the only payments vou received for your 
services as campaign manager were the $1,250 a month, or the sums 
your received from the treasurer of the campaign; is that right? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. In addition to the $1.250 T believe there were 
some expense checks that I received from Mr. Mundy, if you are 
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indicating that when you say “the other funds,” then I did get those. 

Mr. McDrermorr. No; under your agreement you were to be re- 
imbursed for those expenses; were you not ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; but. you said did I receive some other money, 
ond T said I did receive some expense checks from Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. McDermorr. In addition to the salary and expense checks, 
you are quite certain you received no other consideration for your 
services ? 

Mr. Jonxet. I worked for Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you maintain your temporary resi- 
dence in Baltimore ¢ 

Mr. JonKxe.. For several weeks at the Southern Hotel, and later I 
moved and stayed at, [ guess for 3 or 3144 months, the Baltimorean 
Apartments, at something North Charles Street. I just don’t remem- 
ber, 29 something, I think. North Charles Street. It is an apartment 
hotel, 

Many nights during the campaign, especially toward the end, I 
would stay in the Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you maintain campaign headquar- 
ters? Was that inthe Lord Baltimore Hotel ? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes; both for the primary and general election, in the 
Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with the senatorial campaign of 
Mr. Butler, did you maintain a separate campaign headquarters, or 
set of offices, in the Lord Baltimore Hotel? 

Mr. Jonker. Do you mean did Mr. Butler have headquarters in 
the Lord Baltimore Hotel that were only used by Mr. Butler / 

Mr. McDermorr. No: were the campaign headquarters for John 
Marshall Butler separate and apart from any other Republican 
campaign headquarters ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: they were. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you operated from separate senatorial cam- 
paign headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. You see, the time that I spent in Baltimore 
working for Mr. Butler can be divided into two parts, the primary 
election and the general election. 

During the primary election there was a long period of time, and 
at that time, of course. we would not be cooperat ing, or anything, with 
unybody. We were just a primary candidate and we were on our 
own, so we had our own office. 

In the general election all the Republican offices were on one floor 
in the Lord Baltimore Hotel, and Mr. Butler’s headquarters were sep- 
arate from the others. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you were employed by Mr. Butler on July 
18, 1950, did you go immediately to Baltimore then? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. I did not even go back to Chicago. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you set up your campaign headquarters 
promptly upon arrival; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Jonket, No. I went immediately to Baltimore; that is right, 
and I set up my own place to live. I lived at the Southern Hotel. 
We did not establish a campaign office or headquarters. We did not 
have a letter: there was no telephone, there was no identifieation : 
ho permanent place of operation, until about 3 weeks had gone by. 
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Mr. McDerrmorr. So that would have been in the early part of Au- 
gust ? 

Mr. Jonxe. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. 1950. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, who comprised the paid campaign staff 
at your headquarters in the Lord Baltimore Hotel ? 

Mr. Jonxet. During the primary campaign I had a_ part-time 
stenographer, a woman—I always have trouble with her name, but 
it was Biddell, B-i-d-d-e-l-] or B-e-d-d-e-l-], I don’t know which. She 
was my first employee on a part-time basis. She worked about 6 hours 
a day. After she was there for perhaps a week or 10 days we ein- 
ployed a girl from a business college and I never could remember her 
name, either. It was Becker, something Becker. She was a stenog- 
rapher. She worked a staggered shift with the first woman I had, 
and about 3 weeks after we were in the campaign Mrs. Katherine 
VanDyke was a volunteer, so we had the two kind of part-time stenog- 
raphers and we had Mrs. VanDyke, who was a volunteer during the 
primary campaign, and during the general campaign also. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who took the major share of dictation during 
the campaign ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Miss Becker. I call her Cupeake, I could never re- 
member her name. 

Mr. McDermort. So the campaign headquarters staff consisted of 
yourself, as public relations adviser, campaign assistant, and later as 

campaign manager, and Mrs. Beddell ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Mrs. Beddell. 

Mr. McDrruorr. And Mrs. VanDyke? And Miss Becker? 

Mr. Jonker. Mrs. VanDyke. She wasa volunteer. We had many, 
many more volunteers. Incidentally, Mrs. VanDyke was a Democrat. 
She was the first Democrat volunteer we had. We had many, many 
more volunteering who did such things as addressing envelopes, stuff- 
ing envelopes, and working on postal cards, and things like that. 

Mr. McDernorr. Mrs. VanDyke was a stanch Democrat, was she / 

Mr. Jonxei. Well, she was not so stanch that she was not going to 
work for a Republican. She was a registered Democrat, however. 

Mr. McDerrmorrt. What is she doing now? 

Mr. Jonxen. She is employed by Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. In his senatorial staff ? 

Mr. Jonxet. In his Senate office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, were all of these volunteer workers, and vou 
say there were many, and it is not necessary to identify them by name, 
but were they all from Baltimore and the State of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, I really would not want to say. I mean, they 
were women who knew each other and I assume that they lived in 
Baltimore or in the environs of Baltimore. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Were any of the paid or volunteer employees at 
the campaign headquarters from Illinois or from Chicago? 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, during what part of the campaign ? 

Mr. McDermorr. During any part of the campaign. 

Mr. Jonxen. About 15 or 16 days, maybe longer than that, maybe 
3 weeks before the general election, a fellow who had worked for 
me in Chicago came through. He was coming through Washington 
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to go to Florida in order to escape the atom bomb, the story was, and 
he decided that he would stop and say hello to me. 

He was a writer and kind of an apprentice public-relations man 
who had worked for me in Chicago. His employment was in July 
or June sometime, and he stopped because we were very, very busy, 
and I don’t know if you have ever been in a very big campaign, but 
it is almost impossible for two or three people to run a campaign of 
that kind and try to coordinate a new organization. We had to build 
a new organization. I was very happy to see a familiar face, and I 
don’t know how much money he got, maybe SCO a week, I don’t know 
what he got, but he was employed. He was from Illinois. He had 
prev iously worked for me in Chicago. His name is William J. Webb. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. How long was he in Baltimore 4 

Mr. JonkeL. In my employ or in the employ of the campaign, I 
believe 3 weeks; I really don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. He felt that he was safe from the atom bomb in 
Baltimore for that period of time? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. Then he stayed in Washington, because he 
issumed this was a better place to escape the atom bomb, I suppose. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Is he in Washington now ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet, I think he is. I have seen him once since the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. When he was employed by you in Chicago, in 
what capacity was he employed 

Mr. Jonxet. He worked in the public-relations business, and it 
is something like the advertising business. You have a man who 
handles accounts, they do the leg work for contacting, and they do 
the job, the details of running an account. 

Bill Webb worked for me in that capacity for perhaps a year. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was his approximate salary in that 
capacity ¢ 

Mr. JonKen. About $90 a week, maybe, roughly. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did he receive for his work in connection 
with Mr. Butler’s campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. I do not have the records, and I really cannot remem- 
ber, but beeause we had no money, because he was interested, I think 
| told him he would have to take $60 or $50, I don’t remember which, 

Mr. McDermort. Fifty dollars or sixty dollars a week ¢ 

Mr. Jonkeb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had he known Mr. Butler previously ? 

Mr. Jonxev. He had never met Mr. Butler. He knew me. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he know Ruth McCormick Miller? 

Mr. Jonxent. No—well, I don’t know if he knew her or not. To my 
knowledge he never knew Mrs. Miller. He never worked with her 
when he had anything to do with me. I don’t know if he knew her. 

Mr. McDermorr. During what time was he in your employ in your 
Chicago business? Was it immediately prior to your coming to 
Baltimore # 

Mr. Jonken. I would say 3 weeks, maybe a month before I came to 
Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorrt. He terminated his services with vou / 
Mr. Jonxen. No; I terminated his services with me. 
Mr. McDermorr. You terminated his services ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And in a spirit of great friendship he came by to 
see you as he was escaping the atom bomb / 

Mr. Jonxev. I was not mad at him. He did not have any more ot 
the kind of business he needed and he was going to escape the bomb 
and he—— 

Mr. McDermorr. Did his fear interfere with his services in con- 
nection with the campaign, or was he a good worker? 

Mr. Jonker. He was a good worker, a very good worker, an exce] 
lent worker. For the things he did that I had immediate contact with, 
he was a good worker, and he was in a different office down the hall, 
and I don’t think he was afraid at all, because he worked very long 
hours. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, prior to his employment by you in Chicago, 
which was terminated by you about 3 weeks before you came to Balti 
more, by whom was Mr. Webb employed, or what was his business 

Mr. Jonker. You mean in the interim, when did he leave me ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No; prior to his employment by you. 

Mr. Jonxen. You said 3 weeks before. 

Mr. McDermorr. No. . 

Mr. Jonket. You mean before he started to work for me—ever / 

Mr. McDermott. That is right. 

Mr. JonxeL. He worked for another public-relations agency, a very 
good one. He had a good record there. He joined me because some- 
body told him that he could learn a lot about public relations, about 
the public-relations business. 

Mr. McDermorr. From you? 

Mr. Jonxen. From me. 


Mr. McDermorr. Do you know the name of the public-relations firm 
by whom he w: mmommtere «1 before he went into your employment / 

Mr. Jonken. Yes; William Harshe. 

Mr. McDermorr. That firm maintains offices in Chicago ? 

Mr. JonNKEL. In Chicago and in New York. Mr. Harshe, incident 


ally.is now dead, but his firm still carries on. 


Mr. McDermorr. Do you — Mr. Webb’s present employment ? 

Mr. Jonxet. No, I don’t, 

Mr. McDernmorr. You Kae seen him once or twice here in Wash- 
ington ¢ 

Mr. JonKen. I said that I have seen him once. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, he is the only paid or volunteer employee 
of the campaign who was from Chicago or from the State of Hlinois, 
to the best of your knowledge; is that right ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes, thank you; to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where was Mrs. VanDyke from? Was she from 
Baltimore / 

Mr. Jonxen. I guess she had a residence in Baltimore. Where she 
was from originally I don’t know. Mrs. VanDyke wanted to do some 
thing about defeating Senator Tydings—this is her story—she wanted 
to <lo something about defeating Senator Tydings, so she wrote to the 
national committee headquarters in Washington and they referred her, 
after mueh pect. nee, they referred her, trying to find a live 
Republican in Maryland, they referred her to Mr. Bonnell who was 
State Saas Shaiceeta, Mr. Bonnell in turn referred her to me. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And she was put to work by you in cam 
paign headquarters. What were her duties there ? 
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Mr. JonkEL. She started out working 2 or 3 days a week and then 
on kind of a sliding scale, until she worked about 12 or 15 hours a 
day. She is an extremely capable woman. She never had had any 
experience in that kind of work before, but she beéame, I guess what 
you would call, an office manager and general “taker-carer” of almost 
anything that required any follow-through. She was an extremely 

capable woman. She was offered m: ny jobs during the campaign and 
after the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. So she became very active in the affairs of cam- 
paign heaquarters; is that right 

Mr. Jonker. Yes, she did. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Did she handle the money ? 

Mr. Jonxet. What do you mean ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Did she receive money that was delivered to cam- 
paign headquarters and did she disburse moneys that had been de- 
livered to the campaign headquarters ? 

Mr. Jonker. When you asked me before, I would have to say this, 
because this is important, when you asked me before if we had an 
office right away when I came to Baltimore, the reason we did not have 
an office was because they did not have enough money to have an office. 
The same financial condition continued throughout the campaign, so 
you see, | would have put runners out in the hall looking for the mail- 
man if I thought he had a check in the bag. 

Anybody in the office, the paid employees or Mrs. VanDyke, were 
authorized to open mail of course. They would open up the mail 
and we set up a system, we established a system, because we were 
not really—well, we were not the treasurer and the money came to us 
at headquarters, so we set up a system of every day sending a covering 
letter , “Dear Pat,” to Mr. Mundy, “attached are the following contri- 
butions received in this office.” 

We would give the name, the amount of money. and the date of 
the check. And then we would total it up and say it was X dollars, 
so many contributions, and some little line we would add, “I hope you 
are feeling well.” 

That would be sent to Mr. Mundy’s office. You can understand 
such a very simple ackboomndeas procedure would be carried out after 
a while by the other people. I did not dictate the letter after a 
while. That was a sort of form thing. The letters came in and some- 
body, Mrs. VanDyke or maybe “Cupcake.” or maybe Miss Becker who 
{ always called “Cupcake” would clip them together and the cover. 
ing letter would go; they would be folded up and sent to Mr. Mundy. 

We got to the» point where we could not have them delivered the 
next day, so we would send them to Mr. Mundy’s office to make sure we 
had them. I don’t think we ever had a balance of $5,000 in our cam- 
paign fund. I may be wrong, but at least that is the pressure under 
which we operated. 

I don’t know the purpose of your question, but T want to establish 
one thing, and that is that I set up a system for keeping track of 
things, it was a very simple system, and IT had many, many things 
to do and everybody else in the office had many, many things to do, 
and if there was anything wrong with the svstem it was an omission 
on my part. Neither Mrs. V anDyke, Miss Becker, or Beddell were 
trying to do anything wrong. Tf anything was skipped it was because 
I could not remember everything and neither could they. 

85670—d1——_-14 
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Mr. McDermorr. Well, you were liable to miss a check along the 
line some place then; is that right ? 

Mr. Jonxe.. Well, I would not say that we would be liable to miss 
one. We might not record one, in some instances when we were short- 
circuiting checks, you heard Mr. Fedder’s testimony, and you know 
he is a persistent man, and when we had to pay him, or pay a radio 
agency, we would be told that there was no point in Mr. Butler going 
down to the studio, because he was not going to get on the air unless 
they had $200 or $1,200, or some such sum, and if the check was on 
my desk, that man, whether it be Mr. Fedder, or some of the other 
printers, but somebody got the check. I would endorse the check 
to them, and I would write on the letter—this was our system, in 
addition to the checks we did send to Mr. Mundy, I woulk i say that 
there was a check paid directly to so-and-so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that what you mean by short-circuiting tech- 
nique? What is that again, this short-circuiting business? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, you call it a technique. I would call it an 
expediency. 

If a check came in, instead of sending it to Mr. Mundy, and Mr. 
Mundy depositing it, and then we would have to draw back to pay 
monealioly, instead of doing that, if Mr. Fedder came in, or any other 
person, I don’t know who they were, they were ad infinitum, away 
back down the line, if they were standing there, and if they insisted 
that if they did not have some money they would not mail things that 
were ready to be mailed, or we would not get things to be given to 
the workers, or we would go off the air, I would give them checks as 
a partial payment to keep them off my neck, frankly. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. So some of the campaign funds which were re- 
ceived in Mr. Butler’s campaign headquarters were not transmitted 
to the official campaign treasurer ; is that correct ? 

Mr. JonxenL, That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, had you had occasion to consult the 
requirements of the Maryland election law on that short-circuiting 
procedure ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t know if I knew about it or not. I really don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not inquire as to what the law of the 
State of Maryland said with reference to the handling of campaign 
funds? 

Mr. Jonket. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not concern yourself with that? 

Mr. Jonxe,. I would concern myself about it, if there were some 
misappropriation of the funds, but so long as the funds were being 
handled correctly—I am not a bookkeeper, and I am not a lawyer, but 
Tama public relations man. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Did you ever discuss with the campaign treasurer, 
Mr. Mundy, what sort of procedure you should follow for the han- 
dling of funds received at campaign headquarters ? 

Mr. Jonker. We had discussed it, obviously, that is why we set up 
the system; I would send it to him, and we kept carbon copies of the 
letters of transmittal. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you mean to imply the campaign treasurer 
ee the short-circuiting technique ¢ 

Mr. Jonxri. You did not ask me about a. You asked me if I 
had set up a procedure for having the money go to Mr. Mundy. We 
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set up this letter of transmittal that went along with moneys, stating 
moneys that were used in payment of bills; yes, we discussed that 
with him. I put it in the form of some of the letters. Some of the 
letters must carry such things. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you retain copies of those letters for your file ? 

Mr. JoNKEL. I did not retain copies. My office retained copies; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where-are those copies now, do you know! 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, I left Baltimore, I left Mr. Butler’s employ on 
November 8. I was in the Baltimore campaign office, I think 2 days 
after that. I was in Mr. Butler’s ai in the Senate Office Building 
here, for the first time last week. I don’t know anything about their 
records. I don’t know anything about the files. I don’t know any- 
thing about what happened to the materials of the campaign after 
[ left. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who was in charge of the files during the cam- 
paign, Mrs. Van Dyke? 

Mr. JonKet. Technically I was in charge. I was in charge of the 
oflice technically, she was in charge, she was my assistant, and tech- 
nically someone else was in charge. I don’t know. We had things 
stacked up on my desk, and we had things stacked up all over. I don't 
know who was in charge of getting it done. 

There had to be a time that you had to decide whether you were 
going to win an election, complete your objective, or be real cozy about 
keeping everything in proper order. That was a calculated risk. | 
thought we would prefer to win the election. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Jonkel, I don’t believe I quite understand 
this procedure, where you say that you were short-circuiting certain 
checks. Of course, in those instances you made a record of it in your 
office, did you not ? 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. And you advised Mr. Mundy that a certain 
check had been received, but had been transmitted directly in payment 
of a bill? 

Mr. JonKet. That was my intention. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Mundy was advised, in other words, of the 
moneys that were received by you and transmitted to creditors. 

Mr. Jonker. That is the way we set the system up, Senator. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Reporter, will you please read back the last 
answer ? 

(The record was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. The import of the answer is that you wanted to 
win the election, and you were not concerned about keeping your 
records at all? 

Mr. Jonken. That is not so, that is not the implication that can be 
drawn from that. I thought that we would be much better off if we 
devoted our time to winning the election, and to taking care of the 
strategy, taking care of all of the jobs, doing all of those things, 
rather than spending that same amount of time and energy in follow- 
ing through on details which I assumed were being done by somebody 
else in the office. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is notwithstanding the statutory provisions 
of the law of the State in which the campaign was being conducted ¢ 
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Mr. Jonker. If there was a law that was broken, or whatever you 
want to call it, I did not know that; no. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. I see. And you did not make it your business to 
find out if there was a law. 

Mr. Jonxen. I will not say that I did not make it my business to 
find out if there was a law. I did not feel that what I was doing was 
against any law. I thought that so long as I had established that kind 
of a system, (hat we were covered. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you sign all of those letters of transmittal 
to the campaign treasurer, Mr. Mundy ¢ 

Mr. JonKev. I signed, in the beginning I sign them. Later on, like 
with other form letter kind of things, somebody else probably signed 
my name. 

Mr. McDernmorr. And to the best of your knowledge it may not even 
have been signed ? 

Mr. Jonxex. That is right, they may not even have been signed. 

Mr. McDrrnorr. Did your procedure contemplate that a copy of 
those letters of transmittal be kept for your file ? 

Mr. Jonxen, Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you do not know in whose possession those 
copies may now be? 

Mr. Jonxen. No; I don’t know. I would rather put it another 
way. I don’t know where any of the files of the campaign are. 

Mr. McDermorr. Since this matter has been under consideration 
by this subcommittee, and since I interviewed you originally on Janu- 
ary 11, 1951, have you made any inquiry as to where those files might 
be, or where the records with reference to these campaign headquarters 
might be? 

Mr. Jonxen. I assume that they are in Senator Butler's office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you made inquiry as to their whereabouts / 

Mr. Jonxen. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have not concerned yourself as to their where- 
abouts ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. No; because I was not the bookkeeper. I keep saying 
that. I was the public-relations man, and I came there to do a job, 
which I did to the best of my ability, and any other job given to 
me, at least I tried to coordinate it and see that it was contained within 
the campaign. I was not in charge of keeping the books. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you were a campaign manager, by your own 
statement. 

Mr. Jonker. Well, I was serving as campaign manager. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, what is the distinction, if there is any, 
hetween serving as a campaign manager and being a campaign 
manager ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Because every day IT would hope they would get a 
C% ampé align manager, 

Mr. McDermorr. But until they did, you were it, were you not 4 

Mr. JonKen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDernmorr. So if they did not get a campaign manager, the 
fact is that you were the campaign manager. 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, as I say, I served as campaign manager. I 
didn’t have any campaign manager, so when I wrote a letter or when 
I would release something to the papers, I was listed on the top as 

campaign assistant to Mr. Butler. 
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Mr. McDermorr. That was an arbitrary title that you selected. 
You have called yourself any various number of titles; isn’t that so/ 

Mr. Jonxet, Well, Iam just human, and I think if I w: is campaign 
manager, I would have liked to have said that I was campaign man- 
ager. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever represent yourself to any of the 
people with whom you dealt as campaign manager / 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not recall using the words “campaign 
meg 3 in dealing with the newspapers, the public, the radio / 

Mr. Jonker. If T were acting as campaign manager, I certainly 
would say so, and if I had to do ‘something that required that kind of 
authority, I would say that I was campaign manager. 

Mr. McDermorr. And since the fact is that you were doing the work 
of the campaign manager, wouldn't it have been possible for you to 
have used that title with the people with whom you were dealing / 

Mr. Jonker. If it made sense; yes. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. So you did represent yourself to certain of these 
people as the campaign manager which, in fact, is the capacity you 
enjoyed 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes; but I would never say I was going to be campaign 
manager tomorrow. 

Mr. McDermorr. We are not interested in what you are going to do 
tomorrow. 

Mr. Jonker. Well, at that time tomorrow was a very important 
thing. I was operating on that basis. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Mr. Jonkel, I now hand you for identification a 
document which has been marked “Exhibit No. 36.° and which is a 
photo copy of what purports to be a supplemental report filed by John 
Marshall Butler on or about the 26th day of February 1951, in the 
office of the Secretary of the United States Senate. Attached to that 
exhibit is a photo copy of a letter dated February 26, 1951, addressed 
to Cornelius P. Mundy, Baltimore, Md., and which bears your signa- 
ture. Task you if you can identify that letter as a photo copy of the 
original of that letter, 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr, Mr. Chairman, I now introduce into the record 
of the subcommittee as exhibit No. 36 the exhibit which has been iden 
tified by this witness and as exhibit No. 37 Mr. Butler’s original 
report to the Senate. dated December 7, 1950, 

Senator Monroney. <All right. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit Nos. 36 and 37, 
and will be found in the Appendix. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. On February 26, 1951, you addressed a letter to 
Cornelius P. Mundy in Baltimore, in which you made a certain state 
ment with reference to funds. I would like you to read into the ree 
ord, please, the paragraph which I have marked. 

Mr. Jonker. From my letter to Mr. Mundy of February 26, 1951, 
the paragraph marked : 

From my own recollection and such information as I have heen able ¢ 
I have compiled the following list of persons who were contributors to 
paign, but are not listed in your report: 

Senator Owen Brewster, of Maine 
Mr. Clinton Murchison, of Oklahoma 
Mrs. Clint Murchison, of Oklahoma 
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Mr. Jack Porter, of Texas__- ~~~ - $5.00 
Mr. Dan Gainey, of Minnesota__-_-—~- eo ere 3, DO 
Mr. Alvin Bentley, of Washington, D. C a ; 5, OO 
Mr. J. D. Coleman, of Virginia___~_- ; 54 : ab _ 1,00 
Mr. J. C. MeGarraghy, of Washington, D. C3: : iii etic) Py ON 
Mrs. Marcella du Pont. of Washington, D. C__ eee alls Sea : TK 
Mr. Bruce Baird, of Washington, D. C 


Mr. McDermorr. In that letter you say: 
From my own recollection and such information as I have been able to gather 


and I presume that you gathered that information sometime prio 
to the writing of the letter. Where did you gather it or how did yo 
gather it ? 

Mr. Jonxet. From my own recollection, as I say, I think it 1 
important to say what we did not read into the record; that is, that 
on Saturday, this past Saturday, I don’t know what date it was, it 
was the day before the letter was written, I believe; on Saturday 
I saw for the first time the official report of the finances of the Butle: 
campaign. When I went through those, through it, I read that, 
I knew that there was some problem of money—I heard Senator 
Tydings’ testimony or his statement. So I looked through it, looked 
through the official cheno and these are some of the names that | 
remember, I mean, those are large sums. I remember I did not see 
their names in the report. I discussed it with my counsel, Mr. Wil 
liams, and asked him if he could get me any further information 
He presumably talked to other people that had worked on the cam 
paign.. I don't remember which ones he suggested. I know that | 
suggested the big ones. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Did you have occasion in connection 
with the preparation of this letter to look at these records of the 
campaign headquarters in Baltimore ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. I say I saw them on Saturday. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated that what ae saw on Saturday 
for the first time was Mr. Mundy’s official report. 

Mr. Jonket. Iam sorry. That is what I was referring to, that is 
what I saw on Saturday. 

Mr. McDermorr. So in the preparation of this letter did it not 
occur to you to look at the records of your campaign headquarters 
that you say are in somebody’s possession, you don’t know whom! 

Mr. JonKet. We weren’t—I was not at the time, and I was not on 
Sunday anywhere near those records; I was with my counsel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you first see the copy of the official 
report filed by Mr. Mundy which you first saw on Saturday last ? 

Mr. JonkeL. In Mr. Williams’, my counsel, his office on Saturday. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did it ever occur to you previously to look 
that account ? 

Mr. Jonken. Frankly, no. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have been in Washington, have you not, Mr 
Jonkel, by your testimony, nearly continuously the last 314 months! 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you seen anything in the press about th: 
work of this aiciuniehae: in connection with the Maryland sena 
torial campaign ¢ 


Mr. JONKEL. Yes, sit 
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Mr. McDermorr. Have you seen in the press and in the announce- 
ments made by this subcommittee that certain financial aspects of the 
campaign were under consideration ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did it occur to you at that time that as former 
campaign manager that it might be proper for you to familiarize 
yourself with the facts in that connection 4 

Mr. JoNKEL. No; I assumed somebody else was doing it. That was 
not my job. I was through with it. I assumed if they wanted to know 
anything from me they would ask me. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Mr. JonKEL. I mean, you must understand something else, too, I am 
no longer in Mr. Butler’s employ. From November 8 I have not 
worked for Mr. Butler. I have nothing to do with him. He has his 
own staff. He has his own organization. He has his own treasurer. 
He has people that he has known all of his life that he works with. 

Mr. McDermorr. We propose to come back to this in greater detail 
later, but is it my understanding with reference to these listed checks 
in your letter which is attached to exhibit 36, is it correct that these are 
checks which were received in campaign headquarters and which were 
subjected to this short-cireuiting about which you have testified / 

Mr. JonKkeL. No; I do not know if they were or not. All I know 
is that I did not see them on the report. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, do you know whether these contributions 
which you list here have previously been called to the attention of Mr. 
Mundy, the campaign treasurer ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I don’t know. I don’t know. For instance, I know 
some of those checks came to me personally. I don’t know—I remem- 
ber—I remember writing notes. I am not a man that believes just 
lightly that $5,000, especially, in that campaign, those are very large 
contributions, large contributions in any campaign—in that cam- 
paign they were godsends. I would not treat them lightly. I suppose 
I made some notes or assumed that they were so large that somebody 
was taking care of them. I know in most instances that I think they 
hardly got out of the envelope before I had to pay, to clean the people 
out of mv office so we could go back to work. 

Mr. Mc DERMOTT. You say some of these checks were received by 
you personally. Which checks were those / 

Mr. Jonken. IT would not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. You could not identify the checks, but you recog 
nize the names and the amounts as checks that were received by you 
personally ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. I just said that 1 would not know which ones were 
received by me personally, which ones were in my name. I remem- 
ber those contrioutions, that IT am pretty sure I think the Murchison 
checks came to me in my name. I may be wrong, I don’t know. I 
think that one of the checks from Mr. Porter came to me in my name. 
For instance, Mrs. du Pont’s check, I don’t think that came in my 
name. Mr. Gainey’s checks, I know didn’t come in my name. 

Mr. McDerMorr. Some of them did and some of them did not? 

Mr. JonKeL. Some of them did and some didn’t. Which ones they 
were, 1 do not know at this time. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You state that you do not know whether the 
record of the receipt of these checks was communicated to Mr. Mundy, 
the campaign treasurer, at any time prior to your letter of February 
26, 1951: is that correct / 

Mr. Jonken. I say I do not know that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Since writing this letter to Mr. Mundy, have 
you gotten any correspondence from him that would throw any light 
on that question ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: I did. 1 received a registered letter last night 
addressed to me at 2100 Massachusetts Avenue. That is the Fairfax 
Hotel in Washington. Do you want me to read it ‘ 

Mr. McDermorr. Go ahead and read it: yes. 

Mr. Jonker. Before that—thank yvou—before that on February 27 
I received this wire from Mr. Mundy, addressed to me at the same 
address. 

Dear JouNn: Received your letter of February 26. I had no prior knowledge 
of receipts or disbursements referred to therein. I do not consider it my duty 
to file a supplementary report. Suggest you consider filing a report yourself. 

; CoRNELIUS P. Munpy. 

That was the wire I received. 

Last night I received this registered letter. 


DrEAR JOHN: I have your letter of February 26 in which you state that $27,100 
was received by you and not reported to me as treasurer of the John M. Butler 
campaign. I was extremely careful in depositing in my official account all 
moneys received by me, It was my idea that my one bank account at the Na 
tional Central Bank, Baltimore, Md., would contain a complete history’ of my 
financial connections with the Butler headquarters. 

I am sure you do not mean to intimate that I had any prior knowledge of 
the contributions or disbursements referred to in your letter of February 26, 
as you know such is not the fact. 

I do not conceive it to be my duty to report any money not received by me 
or any disbursements not made by me. I cannot, therefore, acquiesce in your 
request that I file a supplementary report with the secretary of state of Mary- 
land, incorporating the data contained in your letter. 

[ suggest that you obtain advice as to whether you should file such a report 
yourself 

Nothing in this letter is to be construed as intimating that a full disclosure 
should not be made to the proper persons. 

Very truly yours, 
CorRNELIUS P. MUNDY 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now on the basis of that correspond- 
ence Mr. Mundy at least takes the position that he had no prior 
knowledge of the contributions to which you referred in your letter of 
February 26, 1951, addressed to him, is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Right. 

Senator Smirnu. Mr. Jonkel, were all of the amounts of the checks 
listed in your letter of February 26 to Mr. Mundy contributions? 

Mr. Jonkent. Yes, Senator. 

Senator Smirxn. None of them were loans? 

Mr. JonKEL. No; they were contributions to the campaign. 

Senator Saarn. And'there were not any arrangements or under- 
standings that any of that money would be paid back? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, not to my knowledge, Senator. I really don’t 
know. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Jonkel, when these contributions that you 
tell us about in your letter, in your letter to Mr. Mundy of February 
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26, came in, did you make any record, any temporary record of them 
anywhere ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, I assume, Senator, that they were being recorded 
in the same kind of a system that we had set up. 1 remember making 
notes myself to make sure that they were, little paper notes that I 
would put on my desk on a spindle. I don’t remember following 
through on them. I just thought that somebody in the office was 
saying, “that such and such a date we received a check from Mr. 
Murchison, and we used it to pay bills.’ 

Senator Hennines. Who in your office was charged with that re- 
sponsibility ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. It might have been Mrs. Van Dyke. It might have 
been one of the girls. One of the girls, Miss Becker, normally typed 
that cover transmittal letter, and she usually had all of the checks 
that came in during the day until, sir, 3 weeks before the end of the 
campaign that we did set up this finance committee, because we were— 
we were desperate—we were not going to have any campaign, we were 
not going to finish anything. And some local people did work. They 
had a secretary down the hall from our headquarters and they did 

i lot of work. They did a very good job. They went out and got 
some money. But it was still my understanding—I am trying to tell 
you the whole thing—it was still my understanding that money that 
came to us directly, not to this finance committee, that that money 
was still being handled in the way that we had set up. Maybe there 
was some confusion on that. Maybe they thought we were reporting 
it, and maybe my people thought they were reporting it. I do not 
know. I never had a conference—I never established any correlation 
between the two groups. So maybe the system at that time was not 
working. However, to the best of my knowledge, I believe that these 
things were reported, or, I know that I wanted them reported. I 
know that Mrs. Van Dyke would assume that they were reported. 
Maybe she thought I reported them. 

Senator Henninés. But you do not know that they were ever en 
tered in any book or record in your headquarters / 

Mr. Jonken. No, sir; I do not know. 

Senator Henninés. Did you write any letters of thanks or acknowl] 
edgment to these contributions of $5,000, and those substantial sums / 

Mr. Jonxen. No, sir: I did not. 

Senator Hennines. ta are a public relations man, are you not / 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, si 

Senator HeNNINGs, Is that not rather elementary / 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, $1 

Senator Hennings. To keep the good will of 85,000 contributors 4 

Mr. Jonxen. Lama good enough public relations man, Senator, and 
just good enough personally, I hope, that IT would want to acknowl- 
edge a gift, if I did not assume that the gift had been acknowledged. 
I assumed. I acknowledged no gifts. I acknowledged no contribu- 
tions to the ¢ en If I had known that in these instances some 
body did not say, “Thank you very much, because we — needed it.” 
well, then I sani have done that. I just assumed that was being 
done routinely. 

Senator Hrexnieas. And those checks that were made pavable to 
vou individually, there were some such, were there not / 
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Mr. Jonxet. Yes, sir; there were. 

Senator Hennings. Did you make any acknowledgment of those / 

Mr. Jonxev. I talked to Mr. Porter on the telephone I don’t re- 
member—he called to see if we needed, incidentally—not incidentally, 
I mean very definitely—I am not extremely positive of the amount of 
these checks, like I could not say for sure that Mr. Gainey’s checks, 
which were really two or three checks, totaled $ $3,500. It may have 
been $3,200. I don’t know for sure. Mr. Porter’s checks were not 
in one check. There were several checks from Mr. Porter that | 
associated with Mr. Porter. I don’t even know if they were all in his 
name, but I do remember talking to Mr. Porter after I received one 
check. He was in Texas. He called me and said, “How is it going /” 
I told him it looked very good. He said, “Do you need more money /” 
I said, “We certainly do,” and I thanked him for what he had sent. 

I believe Mr. Murchison called, IL am not positive, but—yes, I think 
he did call—Mr. Murchison or somebody called about the Murchison 
contribution. 

Senator Hennines. In your letter you say: 

From my own recollection and such information as I have been able to gather, 
I have compiled the following list of persons who were contributors to the cam 
paign but are not listed in your report. 


From what source did you compile this list ¢ 

Mr. Jone. I could very easily remember Mr. Bentley’s check be- 
cause I remember when we got it and how very, very much we needed 
it. I could remember the Murchison’s checks because that is a large 
amount. I could remember pretty well Mr. Porter, remember those 
myself. I asked Mrs. Van Dyke if she remembered any of them. She 


told me she didn’t. She asked if I had put one in. I don’t remember 
which one it was. 

The Coleman check I had already had that in. I asked my counsel. 
[ presumed he talked to some other people in the office that were 
active inthe campaign. He suggested a couple. 

Senator Hennines. And this is a complete list of all that you can 
remember or refresh your recollection about ? 

Mr. Jonxen. That is what I can remember; yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrxcs. There are no others that you can at this time 
recall ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. No, sir 

Senator Henntnas. Were any books kept in your office at all? 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t think so, other than the kind of these trans 
mittal letters. You see the money, Senator, re: ally should have gone to 
the treasurer, but our treasurer was never active in the campaign. He 
was in our office, I believe, twice—no, the first time he was in our 
office during the primary was primary night when we won the elec- 
tion. During the general election he was there once that I know of. 
He may have been there other times, but he came in to see me once in 
the office and then he was there also the night of the general election 
again when we won. Those things should have gone to him. And 
I did not try to keep books. I assumed that this transmittal business 
of setting this up, that they would constitute—all we were doing, 
really, was handling—we were serving as a kind of a message center 
or something for the moneys that came to us. So I just set that up 
so I would have a record, because I didn’t want to have any difficulty 
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or I didn’t want anything to get lost. You know in a campaign 
things, well 

Senator Hennines. So that some checks were sent to Mr. Mundy 
for official recording by the campaign treasurer and other checks were 
not sent to him, nor was any notice given to him of their receipt, is 
that true ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. Well, as it turned out; yes, sir. If these people didn’t 
receive a notice or an acknowledgment from anybody else they did 
not get one from me, then they have not, nobody has ever told them 
about it, to the best of my knowledge. 

Senator Hennrnos. Thank you. 

Senator Henprickson. You are sure of that, are you, Mr. Jonkel, 
that none of these was turned over to you on a loan basis / 

Mr. JonKeL. You mean to me personally / 

Senator Henprickson. Not to you personally 

Mr. Jonxet. To the campaign? 

Senator Henprickson. To the campaign. 

Mr. JonxeL. I don’t think so, Senator; at least that is not my un- 
derstanding of it. I don’t know. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Those were all checks that you list here, were 
they ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I believe so. 

Senator Monronry. You mentioned talking to Mrs. VanDyke. 
Was that before the campaign or just after the campaign or this last 
week ? 

Mr. Jonker, About what, Senator? 

Senator Monroney. About recalling the funds that had been over- 
looked ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. That was within the past several days. That was Sat- 
urday or Sunday; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do admit, then, that all of these checks that 
were short-circuited were, in fact, not turned over to the official cam- 
paign treasurer, Mr. Mundy, is that correct ? 

Mr. JonKEL. It isn’t an admission. I mean, if T gave the check to a 
creditor or if I had a check cashed to pay several creditors, well then, 
no, he did not get those checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those moneys did not pass through his hands at 
any time? 

Mr. Jonxen. No; they did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. With reference to some of those moneys he may 
have received a letter from you or from your headquarters advising 
him of the disposition that had been made of those checks, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I assumed he received such a notice on all of them, 
but he may not have received it on any of them. He may not have re- 
ceived any letters from my office at all. I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Saturday, when you analyzed this official report 
that he filed, did you see listed as contributions in here any checks that 
were received by you and sent over to him in accordance with this 
procedure ? 

Mr. Jonxet. In accordance with what procedure? 

Mr. McDermorr. The procedure you have just explained. 
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Mr. Jonxet. Almost all of those checks, probably, were recorded 
that way in my office, I mean otherwise he would have—any checks— 
any checks that Mr. Mundy—any contributions that Mr. Mundy re 
cords there that came to my office he must have been so advised from 
my office. Otherwise, he would have no record of them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, what do you mean then when you say you 
have no idea whether he was advised as to any of those checks or not: 
the fact that they appear in his report indicates that he was; does it 
not 2 

Mr. Jonker. I have not seen his records. I don’t know what Mr. 
Mundy has or what Mr. Mundy does not have. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you have seen his report ? 

Mr. Jonxet. I have seen his report. 

Mr. McDermorr. And some of those checks that you received an 
sent over to him do appear in this report; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxer. Mr. McDermott, | want very much to answer all of the 
questions. I can only answer the questions the way that I know them 
for sure. Anything I don’t know for sure I would prefer not to 
answer. I do not know what Mr. Mundy—I think I was in Mr. 
Mundy’ Ss ollie ‘e once duri Ine the whole course of the camps ugn —how he 
conducted his business or affairs as treasurer: I do not. know. 

Mr. McDermorr. The liaison between the two offices was a little bit 
ineffective then: was it? 

Mr. Jonkev. There was practically no liaison. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state here with reference to the checks that 
Mr. Jack Porter contributed was received in several checks; is that 
right? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. How many checks; do you remember 

Mr. JoNKEL. I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. But they just happened to total $5,000; you recall 
that ? 

Mr. Jonnen. 1 think there was a $2,000 check. There may have 
been a S1.000 check or three $1.000 cheeks. As a matter of fact. I 
remember the figure because I remember talking about it that I must 
be very nice to Mr. Porter sometime when I see him, thank him very 
much, because $5,000 is a lot of money. And I remember $5,000, It 
may have been $4,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. It would not have been six ? 

Mr. Jonxent. I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. It could have been six ? 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. You just put down $5,000? 

Mr. Jonker. I say, as I told the Senator before, I don’t even know. 
I identified the money with Mr. Porter. It may a have even been 
Mr. Porter’s money. Maybe Mr. Porter asked a friend of his to send 
some money in whose name would have been on the check. If so, I 
don’t remember that because I know where they came from and | 
assumed that. Mr. Porter was doing his bit for something or other. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then the committee cannot very properly rely 
very strongly on either the accuracy or the completeness of this list 
in your letter of February 26 to Mr. Mundy; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I think the Senator put it very well when he said 
that—when he said and I agreed and I think the thing that the com 
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mittee can rely on is that to the best of my knowledge those are the 
moneys that [ know about that I did not see on Mr. Mundy’s report. 
That is the only thing that I can give you that you could rely on. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you talked to Mrs. VanDyke over this past 
week end in anticipation I assume of the writing of this letter because 
you were discussing these matters—— 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. McDerMorr (continuing). Did you ask her at that time about 
the records or where the records might be kept or where you might 
find more accurate information ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. I asked her if she had—if she could remember. 
You see, I was not going—as a matter of fact, nobody even asked me 
to do this. When Senator Tydings read that I carried $5,000 some- 
place, that is the first time I realized that I, that somebody wanted to 
cal something about me in relation to money. And so I wanted 
to make sure that some of the checks that came to me were recorded. 
I asked my counsel to get Mr. Mundy’s report which, incidentally, I 
had never seen before, and I went over that to make sure that the ones 
that I personally remembered—that is, my only concern in this matter 
ismy personal part in the financial things; Mr. Butler had a treasurer ; 
he had a committee finally that raised some money; I mean, that I 
don’t know anything about—my personal matter, what [ could remem- 
ber was some checks I received, had they been recorded. If after 
listening to Senator Tydings’ statement I am pretty sure that anybody 
would have wanted to have made sure that his personal concern in the 
matter was somewhat covered. I had nothing to do—nobody has 
asked me to do anything else about any finances. I do not work for 
Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you feel as campaign manager during his 
entire campaign, both in the primary and the general election, you 
owe any responsibility to Senator Butler on these financial matters / 

Mr. Jonker. I owe all of the responsibility that Senator Butler 
wants to put on me. I owe all of the neapeneesieity that I can assume 
for anything that happened when I served as campaign manager. 
Until Tam asked offici: ally or by someone to assume that responsibility, 
I don’t know where I would start. I could not go to Mr. Mundy; I 
could not go to Mr. Butler's office and say, “I want all of the books 
because I personally am going to do an analysis until such time as we 
find what happened to ‘those checks”—weil, then, obviously some- 
body—it is up to me to get the answer when I am asked to get the 
answer, I will do so. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Jonkel, these amounts that you have set 
forth in this letter were reported to Senator Butler at some time: were 
they not ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Reported to Senator Butler / 

Senator Henninas. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxen. Probably verbally, Senator. 

Senator Hennrinos. In other words, you knew there was a report to 
be made up sometime about campaign receipts and expenditures; did 
you not ? ' 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; I did. 

Senator Hennines. You knew that much about political cam- 
paigns ¢ 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes, sir 
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Senator Hennings. And the requirements of law? 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. I am sure you did. 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henninos. Being aware of that and recalling these rathe 
substantial amounts, $27,000 and some odd, did you ever tell Senato: 
Butler about these amounts in order that he might clear and compar 
your receipts with those of the campaign treasurer, Mr. Mundy, i: 
order to enable him to make a complete report ? 

Mr. JonKeL. No,sir. Well, may I tell you the way it happened ¢ 

Senator Henninos. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. Jonket. Mr. Butler at that time was on what in Maryland the, 
refer to as the “caravan.” I mean, a group of candidates go from tow: 
to town. 

Senator HenninGs. They have those in all States. 

Mr. JonKen. They have those in all States. He was out of the cit) 
almost continuously for 3 weeks. We had a very, very short—I think 
our general election period was 5 weeks in which we had to raise ou 
money, plan our campaign, carry it out. Mr. Butler was gone almost 
c ontinuously. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Jonkel, I probably did not phrase my ques 
tion very clearly. I am well aware that probably Mr. Butler did not 
know anything about these, or might not have known anything about 
them during the period of the campaign. We have all been through 
campaigns. Did you, after the election, discuss these contributions or 
relate any specific detail about them to Senator Butler? 

Mr. Jonxken. I may have, Senator. I may not have. I know he 
knew about Mr. Bentley’s check, because Mr. Bentley talked with 
him. I don’t know—I don’t know anything else that the Senator ma) 
have known. You see, I left Baltimore the day after the election, and 
the only times I have seen Senator Butler since then have been at 
receptions or dinners when we didn’t talk business. 

Senator HENNINGs. So that in the period after the election, between 
election day or the day following and the day that you prepared and 
signed this letter, you have not discussed w ith Senator Butler nor with 
Mr. Mundy any of the contributions set out here ? 

Mr. JoNKEL. No, sir. 

Senator Hennings. And you have not, before the election at any 
time, discussed any or all of ‘these contributions with Senator Butler / 

Mr. Jonxen. I may have told Senator Butler, because money was 
a big problem. Whenever he would call in from wherever <3 was, | 
may “hi ave said, “We had a big break today. We got $5,000,” or “We 
got $2,000,” and he would be real happy and go on and make a apeec I 
i probab ‘ly did that. It would relieve his mind. I was very anxious to 
relieve his mind. He was very worried about money; so was I. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you. 

Senator SmirH. Whom did you discuss the contributions with ? 

Mr. Jonkext. Pardon? 

Senator Smrri. Whom did you discuss them with ? 

Mr. JonxeL. When? 

Senator Smirn. Any time. 

Mr. Jonxet. I say, I may have told Senator Butler about it. The 
people in my office knew about it. I mean, the people that I paid 
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the bills to. If there was anybody there when I would give, endorse 
such a check in payment of the bill, they knew about it. I don’ 
remember actively or actually discussing it with anyone. I may have 
told Senator Butler. I probably did say, “Mr. Butler, we had a good 
deal. We got some money today.” I may have even told some of the 
men on the finance committee, Senator Smith, some of the men work- 
ing in it 3 weeks, and they assumed that I was going to report. | 
may have told them that things were not as bad as ‘they were yes 
terday because we did have X dollars, I re: ly don’t know. T assume 
I would be happy about it. I would tell somebody about it. Who 
specifically, T don’t know. 

Senator Hennines. Who solicited the Murchison contribution, for 
example, $10,000 from two Oklahoma people, Mrs. and Mr. Clint 
Murchison? Who solicited that ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. I don’t know specifically who would have solicited it. 

Senator Hennines. You don’t know anything about that. All you 
know is that the check came in? 

Mr. JonKen. Yes. It might have been—— 

Senator Hennings. No notion whatever about how that check hap- 
pened to come to Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. It might have been—it might have been any of 5 
people, 10 people. 1 don’t know—it m: iy have been somebody I knew 
in Chicago; it may have been somebody out of Washington. There 
was a tremendous amount of interest in the campaign. W e had mail 
from all over the country. You know better than I probably that 
there are some people that like to contribute to political campaigns, 

Senator Henninos. There are not enough of them. 

Mr. JonKeL. No; that is right. 

Senator Hennings. You did not hear any talk around the shop, 
around headquarters, Mr. Jonkel, “Here all the way from the great 
State of Oklahoma have come two checks, $5,000 each, to help out in 
the campaign in Maryland?” You did not hear anything about that 
or the source of that contribution ¢ 

Mr. JonKEL. Well, checks came addressed to me. So, 1 could assume 
that somebody knew that I was—that I was working on the campaign. 

Senator Hennines. Were there any covering letters with these 
checks ? 

Mr. Jonxew. I don’t think so. If there were, they are still in the 
files. 

Senator Hennines. They just came in envelopes addressed to 
you—that was surprising: was it not / 

Mr. Jonket. The checks from Mr. Porter usually had a little note 
that he was going to see if he could do some more. It may have 
heen Mr. Porter suggested Mr. Murchison. I don’t know. 1 don’t 
even know if they know each other. 

Senator Hennines. That was Mr. Jack Porter of Texas? 

Mr. Jonkev. Yes, sir. 

Senator HennineGs. Of what city in Texas— 

Mr. Jonkev,. Houston, Tex. 

Senator Hennines (continuing). Is Jack Porter from 4 

Mr. Jonket. Houston. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Jack Porter undertook to raise some money 
for you: did he? 
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Mr. Jonket. I assume so. He sent some in. 

Senator Henninos. He sent his own check. Do you recall that he 
sent any others ¢ ; 

Mr. Jonke. I believe that Mr. Porter—through Mr. Porter we 
got a check from a Mr. Hunt, but the reason I discussed it with counsel 
and the reason I did not put it in was because I do not know for 
sure if it was. Somewhere or other the name of Hunt of Texas; | 
remember that in connection with money. Now that may have come 
vie Mr. Porter—-I mean, part of what I acknowledged to Mr. Porter 
may have come from Mr. Hunt. 

Senator Hennines. Did Mr. Porter come to Maryland for the 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. No, sit 

Senator Hennrnes. You did not see him during the campaign / 

Mr. JonKet. No, sir 

Senator Hennines. Have you known hin before ¢ 

Mr. Jonke. I talked with him on the phone. 

Senator Hennines. Where was he when you talked to him, in 
Houston / 

Mr. Jonken. In ‘Texas. 

Senator HENNINGs. nt ‘Texas / 

Mr. JoNKEL. ¥y es, SI 

Senator HENNINGs. 7 hank you, 

Senator Monroney. The funds that you reported the other day 
have no relationship to the citizens committee that you mentioned 
earlier; they were raising funds on their own in M: aryland and re- 
porting those funds to Mr. Mundy; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sir. 1 believe they kept their own records and 
then turned the records over intact to Mr. Mundy. However, it may 
be—I don’t really know— I suppose it does not sound very logical. 
but I don’t know who suggested to Mr. Gainey that he send money into 
the Butler campaign. I don’t suppose that in every instance the 
people that sent money to Mr. Taft, the people that sent money per- 
aoa n any of your own campaigns—I don’t know—there are some 
people a 1 out of the ~ ite that contribute funds. Who tells who 
to do it I don’t know. I don’t know how such things are done. So 
it may have been some of the people on our own committee that started 
the ball rolling. I don’t know. 

Senator Monronry. You say it could have been the citizens com- 
mittee / 

Mr. JonkeL. I say it could have been. 

Senator Monroney. They were collecting on their own, and what 
money they raised did not go to your office ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No, sir; if it had been them, then there was some- 
thing I would not understand that either, because it came to me, 
not to them, and they had their own stationery as I recall it. 

Senator Monroney. They had their own system of reporting to Mr. 
Mundy ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, si 

Senator Monroney. Thank you. 

Mr. McDermorr. Going back to these Porter checks, you say there 
were three or four of them, or two or three or four. In what form 
were those funds received / Were those Mr. Porter's personal checks 


or money orders or what / 
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Mr. Jonken. I don’t remember 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t remember / 

Mr. Jonken. No. 1 think one of them—lI think there was a eash- 
ier’s check some place because 1 remember getting a cashier's check. 

Mr. McDermorr. Going back to your conversation with Mrs. Van- 
Dyke this week end at which time you were trying to arrive at this 
list of contributions which you included in your letter of February 
2, Which is part of exhibit 36. did you have occasion at that time 
to ask her about these records or did you want to look at the records 
or did you make any inquiry about them / 

Mr. Jonxen. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. The availability of the records ? 

Mr. JonkxeL. No; because I had the fundamental record of ac- 
counting which was the list of contributors. IT had that. 1 would 
not ask her then for any other list. Thad that. I remembered some 
of those. I asked her about one of them. She said she didn’t know 
if it had been recorded. I said, “Do you have any recollection of any 
other checks that came in?” She said the checks that came in that 
she knew about were put on this transmittal thing and sent over. 
She reminded me that she did not open my personal mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. You say that vou talked to Senator Butler several 
times since. How often did you talk to Mr. Butler, either on business 
or socially between the conclusion of the campaign and the election 
and January 34 That would be the period November 7 to January 

Mr. Jonxen. T would not have any idea. IT don’t remember ever 
talking business to him. I don’t know what we would have talked 
about. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you give us an approximation of how many 
times you may have talked to him ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, if you remember right after the election there 
were many, many receptions; m: - many dinners. And then again 
that started the Ist of January. Tdon’t know how many dinners and 
receptions there were. The town—vou could not walk down the 
street without being carried into some place that was celebrating 
something. Mr. Butler was at many of those. I saw him, and 
talked. LT would not have any idea. 

Mr. McDermorvr. Since January 3, 1951, have you had occasion to 
see Senator Butler Oh HuUMerOoUsS oceasions 4 

Mr. Jonxen. Tsaw Senator Butler last night. Isaw Senator Butler 
Wednesday night. IT saw him last night in Baltimore at a testimonial 
dinner, TL saw him maybe last night. It was Wednesday. I saw 
him some other night, Saturday, 1 guess it was, in some county in 
Maryland, Frederick County. They had a somewhat delayed Lincoln 
Day thing. I saw him at several of those. I have seen him at recep- 
tions. I would not have any idea. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you say that you have seen him 15 or 
times since the Ist of January 19514 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t think it would be as many as 15 or 20, Per- 
haps it was 10, 

Mr. McDermorr. About 10 times you have seen him é 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Since January 1, 19514 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 


85670—51 15 
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Mr. McDermorr. On any of those occasions did he ever mention | 
vou anything about the financial aspect of his campaign or ai 
feature of his campaign / 

Mr. Jonket. He may have. He may have asked me. His co 
ments originally after the election were, “We sure did it; didn’t v 

Johnny.” I mean, we would stop there. Then a little later, whx 
the ‘re began to be some press on various types of the campaign, we m: 
have discussed those but not very much because Senator Butler didi 
have much knowledge of some of the things that were being publicize 
Later on, maybe now since January 3 perhaps I have talked to Senato 
Butler. Perhaps he has said something about money, but he did: 
give me any assignment or he didn’t ask me for any opinion that 
remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall him specifically asking vou about 
or discussing with you, any of the literature aspects of his campaig: 
either the tabloid From the Record or any of the other liter: ature / 

Mr. Jonxen. | remember him, probably the last week, maybe long: 
than that, I] don’t know, telling me that he had not seen it. He said. 
“Isthatthetabloid?” That is the thing that we saw and talked abou 
in the office the day that this, the distribution, had been started. 
said, “Yes: that is the tabloid.” 

He said, “Was there ever any other tabloid, Jon, without anybody’s 
name onit?” Isaid,“No.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he ever ask you how the tabloid From the 
Kecord originated or who printed it or how it was distributed ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. We had discussed that, you see, the first day that he 
saw it, which was about 6 or 7 days before the election. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you have never discussed that since with the 
senator ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I mean, that is a diflicult question to ahswer, Mr. Mc 
Dermott. It has had nothing but publicity. I presulie Wwe said 
something about it, 1 think, but I don’t know what we have talked 
about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Any conversation then you would have had would 
have been a chance conversation at which it would have been men 
tioned parenthetically or something like that ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have had no conversation of substance wit! 
Senator Butler— 

Mr. Jonker. That I can remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is, either with reference to the literature 
phases of his campaign or the financial aspects of his campaign ‘ 

Mr. Jonxen. Nothing that I can remember, unless something 
taken out of context, and then it stands out by itself. We have never 
had a conference, as it were, about any of those things. We m: vy have 
mentioned them in the course of passing a cup of cotfee to one anothe 
or maybe a cocktail or maybe talking about something else, but no 
conference about it that I remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is during all of these 10 times or more that 
you have seen him since January 1, 1951—— 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. During all of that time you have been a resident 
here in the city of Washington, you have been living at the Fairfax 
Hotel out at 2100 Massachusetts; is that right ? 
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Mr. Jonxet. Yes. You see, if I may say this too, my relationship 
with Senator Butler is on a—Il am not—lI do not want—he has not 
asked me, I don’t think, and I would not take the job on his staff; 
| would not work for him. If I did anything in this I am in the nature 
of an obstetrician rather than a pediatrician. He works now. He is 
the United States Senator. I am still a guy that is in the public 1 
lations business. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you had occasion in the interval since No 
vember 7, 1950, to relate, to discuss any phases of this campaign with 
\irs. Miller ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. What phases, for example! 

Mr. McDermorr. Let us take. first of all, the tabloid From the 
Record. 

Mr. Jonker. Probably we have discussed that since it has been 
1) the press. 

Mr. McDermorr. No conversation of substance as to how it arose or 
how it was handled ? 

Mr. Jonken. No. I know I knew my part in it. I assumed 
she knew that. She printed it. I knew that she knew she printed 
She knew that I knew whatever part I had in it. We talked about the 
trouble that it caused. We talked about the fact that we—commented 
on the fact from the beginning—my comment was on the tabloid that 

would give somebody that did not want to lose an election some 
thing to hang his hat on. Most certainly it has done that. 

Mr. MeDermorr. In connection with your activities as campaigi 
uanager did you supervise the lay-out of the various pieces of cam 
paign literature that were used ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did that apply to all pieces of campaign litera 
ture that were distributed in connection with Mr. Butler’s campaign / 

Mr. Jonker. Well, IT would, in my business I have done many 
nany pamphlets, brochures, catalogs, prospectuses—anybody that 
wanted to do anything in behalf of the Butler campaign, that wanted 
my services or wanted to use me in any way, I was most certainly 
iVailable. Specifically, the answer is “Yes.” I worked on many 
things in the campaign. 

cue Monroney. We have no permission to sit after 12 noon and 

is almost 3 minutes to 12. I wonder if we could recess now at this 
time, 

Mr. McDermorr. That is very agreeable. We are moving into 
another phase. 

Senator Monroney. That is what I thought. According to the 
rules of Senate, we cannot sit after 12 noon. So we will adjourn until 
10 o'clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12 noon, the subcommittee adjourned, to reconvene 
on Friday, March 2, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 2, 1951 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEFE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULEs AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:15 a. m., in 
room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney, pre- 
siding. 

President: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith 
(Maine), and Hendrickson. 

Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward A. 
McDermott, chief counsel; and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monronery. The subcommittee hearing in the Maryland 

case will be in order. When we recessed yesterday, Mr. Jonkel was 
on the stand and giving testimony. The record will show that Mr. 
Jonkel was sworn yesterd: Ly. We have been requested by Senator 
Smith to go forward with the hear ing. and she will be here shortly. 

Mr. McDermott, you may continue with your examination of the 
witness. 


Mr. McDermorr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
TESTIMONY OF JON M. JONKEL—Resumed 


Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel, yesterday in your testimony in re- 
sponse to a question which I aske d of you, ‘and which appears on page 
432 of the transcript of these proceedings, I asked you: 

Ir. McDermMorr, Now, in your capacity as, first of all, public relations adviser, 
‘ail canmipaign assistant, and in the campaign leading up to the general election 
as campaign manager, did you have occasion to familiarize yourself with the 
election laws of the State of Maryland? 

Mr. JoNKEL. Somewhat. My principal function in that regard, I thought, was 
to make sure that Mr. Mundy, who was the agent, was familiar with them, and 
I obtained copies of some of the other things, and I tried to see that Mr. Mundy 
had those, the copies of the laws, and so forth. 


Is that what you meant to reply to that question / 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: I think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Mundy. the campaign treasurer, is a practic 
ing attorney, is he not ¢ 

Mr. Jonxrt. Yes: he is. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. And do you mean that you regarded it as vour 
responsibility to make him f: amiliar with the election laws of the State 
of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Mr. Mundy and everybody else connected with Mr. 
Butler’s campaign were relatively novices in the political business. ] 
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do not think that Mr. Mundy had ever taken any more active part i 
a political campaign than voting. 

So when I knew he was the treasurer—he was the treasurer before | 
got there; and after I talked with him a little I knew that he did no: 
know too much about campaigning or about setting up the campaign- 

I got some copies of the acts, the Hatch Act and other-things I though 
would be of help to him. I suggested to him that he get some other: 
Mr. McDermorr. After you got those, did you review them wit 

him, or did you discuss those laws with Mr. Mundy? 

Mr. Jonxer. No: I did not because I thought he is an attorney and 
he knows that kind of thing. He knew what his functions were a: 
treasurer. There were several times during the campaign where he 
may have asked me about something. 

I think he asked me once whether Mr. Butler’s funds could be used 
to pay for such things as precinct workers, pay for registration; and 
[ told him I thought so, and suggested that he look it up in the law. 

Mr. McDermorr. Referring again to exhibit 36 which has been 
introduced into the record of this subcommittee, and particularly to 
your letter of February 26, addressed to Mr. Mundy, I call your at 
tention to the second entry where you enumerate the contributions 
which you received and which did not appear in Mr. Mundy’s sworn 
report. That entry reads: “Mr. Clint Murchison, of Oklahoma, 
$5,000." Where in Oklahoma does Mr. Clint Murchison live? Can 
you tell us? 

Mr. JonxeL. No; I cannot. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did you arrive at the conclusion he lived 
in Oklahoma ? 

Mr. Jonker. Mr. Murchison is a somewhat newsworthy figure. I 
think I heard of him from Oklahoma. I would not even swear that he 
did live in Oklahoma. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Now you indicated in your testimony yesterday 
that you were particul: arly familiar w ith the receipt of his checks. 
In that connection do you recall whether those checks were received 
from him from Oklahoma or from somewhere else 

Mr. JonxeL. No: I do not. I do not recall where the checks came 
from. I assumed when I heard about Mr. Murchison he was from 
Oklahoma. I would assume that the checks came from there. I would 
not be sure about it, and I do not remember on what bank the checks 
were drawn. 

Mr. McDermort. Are you sure it was from Mr. Clint Murchison ? 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was the check for $5,000 one check ? 

Mr. Jonxe.. No: that was a cashier’s check for $10,000, and I be 
lieve the note or something that was with it—or I was told that it was 
a contribution from Mr. Murchison and from Mrs. Murchison. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who told you that? 

Mr. Jonxew. I say I think it was in the form of a note, or it may 
have been word of mouth. I do not know. 

Mr. McDermoirt. Did you save such a note, if you received one? 

Mr. Jonxen. I think I saved it. It was probably on my desk. 
Where it isnow I would not know. 

Mr. McDernmorr. If you did not receive that information in writing 
and somebody told it to you, you do not remember who told it to you. 
Is that right ? 
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Mr. Jonxet. No; I donot, 

Mr. McDermorr. How about the contribution of Mr. Jack Porter, 
of Texas?) Where does he live in Texas? 

Mr. JonKe. I did say yesterday that I do not believe, in fact I] 
know, that that was not one contribution. There were several checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. But I am interested in identifying 
the contributor. ‘Texas is a pretty big State. 

Mr. JonKe. I also said that I did not know if that was a contribu- 
tion from Mr. Porter or if Mr. Porter had forwarded several other 
contributions. In this instance he was not necessarily the contributor. 
He may have been the man that sent the money to me. He is from 
Houston; I beg your pardon. 

Mr. McDermorr. He may not have been the contributor, not with- 
standing the fact in your letter you say: “I have compiled the follow- 
ing list of persons who were contributors” / 

Mr. JonkeL. Yes, sir. Again, as I said yesterday, I identified the 
money with Mr. Porter. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. How about Mr. Dan Gainey of Minnesota? Who 
is he? 

Mr. Jonker. I also said yesterday that this was to the best of my 
knowledge, to the best of my recollection, and I implied that I had 
asked some other people. When I was looking for information about 
money that I did not see on Mr. Mundy’s report, one of the people that 
[ asked was Miss Jean Kerr. 

Miss Kerr reminded me about Mr. Gainey’s check. Mr. Gainey’s 
contributions; and I do know there was not one contribution. Again, 
as I told you yesterday, I think they were either in the form of two or 
three checks. He is from Minnesota. I have heard of him. I have 
heard of his political interest or his interest in political campaigns. 
I do not know the man. I have talked with him on the phone. 

Mr. McDermorr, You do not know where he lives? Did you call 
him or did he eall you? 

Mr. JonKe. He called me. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not know where he lives in Minnesota / 

Mr. Jonker. I do not. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you discuss this with Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Jonket. When did I discuss what ? 

Mr. McDernmort. This information with reference to Mr. Gainey. 

Mr. JONKEL. Sometime over the week end. Saturday, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you have that discussion with her / 

Mr. Jonxe. I called her on the phone. She lives out in one of the 
outskirts of Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you list a $5,000 contribution from Mr. 
Alvin Bentley of Washington, D. C. Can you identify Mr. Bentley 
for the subcommittee / 

Mr. Jonken. I met Mr. Bentley—I talked with Mr. Bentley about 
thecampaign. He wanted to know if I thought we would win. I told 
him the same thing I told everybody else before the campaign, before 
the election, that if we did not win, it would be because we did some 
thing basically wrong, because the win was there. J mean, we should 
win. It all figured. 

He asked me what I needed to make sure that we would win, and I 
said that we still needed money, that we could not get delivery on 
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our material, and we were afraid we were going to lose our radio 
time. He said he would consider making a contribution. 

The next day, I believe, or maybe 2 days later, he met with Jolin 
Butler and Mr. Butler must have told him somewhat the same thing, 
because then Mr. Bentley made a $5,000 contribution. I do not re 
member whether Mr. Bentley—in fact I know he did not come into 
the office; and I am pretty sure that he sent the check to me at t! 
campaign headquarters rather than to Mr. Mundy. But LT am not 
positive of that. 

Senator Monronery. Excuse me just a minute. Where was it that 
vou had your first conversation with Mr. Bentley ? 

Mr. Jonker. I believe at Miss Kerr’s home. 

Senator Monroney. Then you telephoned Senator Butler, did you 
say ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Did I telephone Senator Butler é 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Jonkent. No, Mr. Bentley, I believe, wanted some additional 
information about the campaign; and he, I believe, got in touch with 
Mr. Butler. 1 did not forward any information other than to Mr. 
Bentley. I went back to Baltimore. I do not even know for sure, 
Senator, where they met or how they met; but I do know that they had 
a meeting and discussed the campaign. 

Senator Monroney. Did they see each other ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir; they saw each other. It was a personal meet 
ing. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Butler and Mr. Bentley ‘ 

Mr. Jonxext. That is my understanding. 

Senator Monroney. And you met Mr. Bentley through Miss Kerr? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And that was in her home, you say, that you 
talked to Mr. Bentley at that time? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Had you ever met him before that ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; I had not. 

Senator Monronry. Had you ever heard of him before that ? 

Mr. Jonker. No. 

Senator Monroney. You do not know where he lives? 

Mr. Jonxen. I know where he lives. He lives at the Shoreham 
Hotel here in Washington. 

Senator Monroney. He is a resident of the Shoreham Hotel? 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes, sir. I mean I have had heard reference to his 
apartment at the Shoreham. I do not know if he is from another— 
I would not know any place else that he is from. 

Senator Henntnos. That is all you know about Mr. Bentley ? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sir. 

Senator HENNINGS. You say you have never met him? 

Mr. Jonxe. I said that I did meet him the night that I explained 
the campaign to him. I spent perhaps several hours with him. 

Senator Hrenninos. And he expressed some interest in the Mary 
land campaign, did he? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: he did. 

Senator Hrennines. Did he enlighten you particularly as to the 
nature of that interest ? 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 219 


Mr. Jonker. Yes, sir. Both Mr. Bentley and Mrs. Bentley were 
rather articulate about their interest in the possible development of 
Communist influence in this country. He talked about, and I believe 
she did, friends of theirs that they had known in Europe, people that 
had served in the government service that had had first-hand infor- 
mation about the infiltration of Communists into government, into 
key positions in government; and how such infiltration could have 
tremendous effect and kind of imbalance in government, and what 
could happen; that that was one of the ways that the imperialistic 
designs of Russia were being carried out. 

For that reason, I assumed he was interested in defeating Senator 
Tydings. I do not assume it; I know it. He said so. 

Senator HLTENNINGs. His interest was not primarily “usa Republican 
but rather upon ideological grounds. Is that it / 

Mr. JonKen. I believe so, 

Senator Monronery. Did he express in your conversation with him 
any other activities that he had helped on in that pogo 

Mr. Jonker. I believe he talked about a campaign in Michigan 
ves; he did. He talked a little bit. But that was kis a of il Opposi- 
tion. I do not remember what*the point was, or anything. He did 
mention a campaign in Michigan. . 

Senator Monronrey. He was a resident of Michigan, was he not, 
before coming to Washington, Detroit / 

Mr. Jonke. I really do not know that, Senator. If I knew, I would 
say. Lreally do not know. I was in Baltimore. I was asked to come 
over to Washington to meet somebody to discuss the campaign. 

I vot on atram. I came over. I had a fast dinner, which I did not 
enjoy. I was real busy. I ate my dinner. I discussed the campaign 
with Mr. Bentley. I vot on a train and went back to Baltimore for a 
meeting. 

I wanted, if at all possible, to convince him that we had a chance 
to win: if we had some money, we could do a better job. Evidently 

did that. He went to see Mr. Butler, and we got a contribution. 
The details of our conversation other than as they pertain to what 
I went there for, I do not have full recollection of. 

Senator Monroney. And the 85,000 was the only money that Mr. 
Jentley put in the campaign ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. That I know about > ves, sir. 

Senator MONRONEY. Dic you discuss the 85.000 at the time you 
met him ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes. He asked me how much money 6 needed. I 
told him we could use anvthing he had. Then I said, “Well, how 
farcan you go?” He said, “I can go to $5,000.” 

Senator Monronry. So far as you know there was no further money 
that ~— into the campaign, at least through your hands? 

Mr. JonkeL. No; not through my hands, and I do not think any 
body on our committee. I did not see his name on any other papers. 
1 did not know anything about any other money. 

Senator Monroney. Did you say the check came through the mails / 


Mr. JonKxet. I am not positive whether it came through the mail 


or not. 
Senator MoNRONE Y. io could have been delivered by hand 2 
Mr. JONKEL. Yes, s 
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Senator Monronry. To your office in Baltimore? 

Mr. JonxeL. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. I have no further questions. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state that this Mr. Bentley lived at | 
Shoreham Hotel but this conversation you had with him was at M 
Kerr’s apartment. Is that correct ? 

Mr. JonKeEL. It is not an apartment. It is a home, and I am pret 
sure it was at Miss Kerr’s home. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Approximately when was that ! 

Mr. JoNKEL. Sometime within 10 days before the election. I don 
know any closer than that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who is Miss Jean Kerr to whom you refe: 
What is her employment ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. She is employed, or was employed, by Senat: 
McCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time of this conversation with her a 
during the conduct of Senator Butler’s campaign in the State of 
Maryk — was she in the employ of Senator McCarthy ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. She was partly in my employ—or not in my employ: 
we were not paying her, but she was working for me. She had bee 
doing research for me. She had been serving as a kind of contact 
between our headquarters in Baltimore and whatever activity ther 
was here in Washington. 

Basically she was doing research, and she was on leave of absence 
or on a vacation or something from Senator McCarthy’s office. 

Senator Hennines. Who was paying Miss Kerr? 

Mr. Jonker. I do not know, sir. We were not paying her. 

Senator Hennines. You were not paying her at the headquarters? 

Mr. JonKe, No. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Who arranged for her services as a research 
assistant to you ¢ 

Mr. JonKeu. I imagine I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did you meet her? How were you put 
touch with Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Jonker. Mr. Butler was campaigning against Senator Tyd 
ings. One of the issues for anybody that would run against Senator 
Tydings was the Tydings probe, the loyalty probe. One of the peo 
ple that has the best file or the most information about the sate, 
about the hearings themselves, about the whole thing, was Senator 
McCarthy. 

Mr. Butler, General Markey, who was our primary opponent—| 
imagine Senator Tydings’ primary opponents in the Democrati: 
Party—went to such people as Senator McCarthy to get some of the 
information that they would use against Senator Tydings in any 
campaign, primary, or, as we were doing later, in the general 
campaign. 

So I talked with Senator McCarthy’s office about some of the volu 
minous detail, about this mass of material, testimony, and other 
things about the Tydings hearing, and I got to know Miss Ke 
that way. 

Mr. McDermorr. You stated, I believe, that she was on leave o 
absence from Senator McCarthy’s office at that time and was ak. 
ing with you? 
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Mr. Jonxet. That was my understanding. There for about, I do 
not know, 2 or 3 weeks, 

Mr. McDermorr. During that 2- or 3-week period was that the 
2 or 3 weeks immediately prior to the election ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; it was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did she maintain her office or her head- 
quarters? Did she work in Baltimore at all during any of that time 4 

Mr. JonKeL. She was in and out of Baltimore. I would reach her 
at her home. It is a Hobart number. I do not know what it is now. 
I would reach her there. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. During that time she spent no time at all in 
Senator MeCarthy’s office ? 

Mr. Jonxet. I would not know that, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much time did she spend in Baltimore? 

Mr. JonKeL. I do not know how many times she was in Baltimore 
because sometimes she would be in Baltimore and she would have no 
occasion to see me. She worked on an assignment basis. Lf an assign- 
ment took her 5 days to carry out, there was no point in me seeing her 
every part of that 3 days. I would see her when she was through with 
the assignment or when she had some problems. I had many telephone 
contacts with her. 

Mr. McDermorr. You mean on ocexsions she would spend three 
continuous days in Baltimore working on an assignment with you 4 

Mr. Jonxen. I am sorry: I did not say that. If I said it, I did not 
mean to say it. I said she would be working on an assignment. I] 
would have occasion to see her on Monday. I would say, “Hello, here 
is what I would like. Get me something on this,” or, “Can you see 
that such and such a thing is carried out?” She would say “Yes,” and 
I would not have to see her again for 3 days. 

Where she was during that 3 days, I do not knew. I say I had many 
telephone conversations with her about the project or about whateve1 
she was going to do next, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you had those telephone conversations 
with her, she was where? Where did you reach her? 

Mr. JonxeL. In those instances she would call me. When she did 
not call me, I have called her at her home. 

Mr. McDermorr. You never called her any other place ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. [ really do not remember. 

Mr. McDrrnmorrt. Is it not a fact that you contacted her or had 
occasion to contact her in Senator MeCarthy’s office / 

Mr. JonKeL. I may have called her in Senator McCarthy’s office; 
I do not remember. In most instances she contacted me. When you 
divide work, when you give somebody some work, it is—if I gave him 
something to do, I would expect him to be in touch with me. I would 
not expect to have to serve as a runner to keep after him to see that 
the job was done. It would be up to him to report to me w hen the job 
was done. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who told you she was on leave of absence from 
Senator McCart hy *s office / 

Mr. Jonxen. She did. She said, “If I can get a leave or a vacation 
from my office work, can you use me on the campaign‘ IT am very 
much interested.” I said, “Certainly.” 
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Mr. McDermorr. So during that 2- or 3-week interval she devoted 
the major share of her time to assisting you in the conduct of this 
campaign. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Assisting me and assisting other people that were 
working in the interests of the campaign. 

Mr. McDernmorr. In that connection, did you have contact with any 
other representatives of Senator McCarthy’s office? 

Mr. Jonker. There were two men that I have later learned—I 
could not have identified them at that time; now I know who they 
are. They were in our oflice maybe three times that I saw personally. 
Now maybe somebody else in my office saw them. Maybe they were 
doing something. I do not know. 

One was Surine and one was Lee. I do not remember Mr. Lee’s 
first name. I frankly do not remember Mr. Surine’s first name. 

Mr. McDermorr. But those two gentlemen, Mr. Lee and Mr. Su- 
rine, were in your office on three occasions, would you say ¢ 

Mr. Jonkei. Probably. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the purpose of their visit to your 
office, Mr. Jonkel ? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, we were running out of, I do not suppose you 
could call it credit, because evidently we did not have credit to begin 
with. But we were running out of printers that would do any work 
for us, and we had a great many things to be carried out such as 
postal cards, cards addressed, a little pamphlet about Me. Butler 
that we were about 2 or 3 weeks behind in schedule on. And Jean 
Kerr and these two men arranged to have that addressing and some 
of the distributing done in Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was their capacity in Senator McCarthy’s 
employ at that time? 

Mr. Jonxen. I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were they also on leave of absence during the 
interval that they worked for you? 

Mr..Jonken. I do not know. I did not know at that time whether 
or not they were employees of Senator McCarthy, friends, or just 
people that knew him, or what. I did not know what they did for or 
with Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you since learned what they did for or with 
Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Jonker. I believe Mr. Surine—-I have seen him referred to as 
an investigator from Senator McCarthy's office. That was in the 
ress. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not know at that time, though ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you knew he was identified with the Senator's 
office ? 

Mr. Jonxet. I had met him, I believe the first time, or I had seen 
him the first time, in Senator McCarthy’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Surine or Mr. Lee ever deliver cam- 
paign funds to your office or to you? 

Mr. Jonxet. Probably. 

Mr. McDermorr. What record was made of those funds? 

Mr. Jonxet. That is where we were yesterday. I assume that there 
were records made of the funds. 

Mr. McDermorr. You assume there were? 
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Senator Hennines. Why do you say probably ¢ 

Mr. JonKen. Because, Senator, there were people that were trying 
to get money for the campaign; and especially when we got into these 
projects thi at were being carried out, fr: ankly, beyond my immediate 
control, they were being « done some place else—-we had several hundred 
thousand post cards printed and addressed here in Washington. 

I would not know if somebody walked in here and said they had 
done this work for us, [ would not know the person. I did not know 
who they were. My only contact with them, with Miss Kerr, Mr. 
Surine to a degree, and Mr. Lee to a degree, in addition to taking care 
of those things, they were serving as correspondents or couriers be- 
tween Washington and our office, 

I know, for instance, that there was money that came from Wash 
ington that had been raised or something by the District Republican 
Committee. Miss Kerr, Mr. Surine, Mr. Lee, somebody, brought 
those checks over; and I endorsed them to pay these printing and 
distribution bills. 

So, rather than say I know for sure that it was any one of the 
three of them, I would say one of them, or all of them probably, 
brought some checks over. Checks did come in to me that way. 

Senator Henninos. Were those checks turned over to Mr. Mundy 4 

Mr. JonxeL. No, sir: those were checks that were endorsed and were 
sent back to pay for things 1 immedi itely. 

Senator LLennrines. Are those chee ks listed here in this letter which 
we have from you in the record ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Which checks are they ‘ 

Mr. Jonker. IT would say, for instance, that the McGarraghy check 
was one of them. 

Senator Hennitnos. Who brought that in / 

Mr. Jonker. It came from one of those three people, or via one of 
those three people. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Jonxen. Mr. Lee or Miss Kerr; probably Miss Kerr. 

Senator Hennines. Which others came? 

Mr. Jonker. Mrs. Du Pont’s check. Mr. Bruce Baird’s check. Mr. 
McGarraghy. I do not really know this. I mean, I know who he is: 
I know what function he has in the Republican Party in the District. 
He is either a chairman or he is somebody in the District Republica 
Committee. 

I remember that there was a $1,000 check that T personally identi 
fied with him. I do not en if that was a District committee check 
or if that was a check from him personally. 

That may have been a kind of a composite thing—composite—that 
may have been an aggregate sum of several smaller contributions. I 
do not know. But I personally identified it with Mr. McGarraghy. 
And that check. the Baird check, Mrs. Du Pont’s check. the MeGar 
raghy check, the Gainey checks, | know I in my own mind identified 

with either Miss Kerr or, if she was not making the trip that day or 
that hour, perhaps ie came from Mr. Surine or Mr. Lee. 

Senator Henninas. Did you make any record of the dates on which 
these checks were received / 

Mr. Jonxen. No, sir; because they would come into my office. In 
order to get into my office they had to go through an outer office. That 
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was when I was assuming—lI still assume—that some place there was 
a record made of the check. People knew that they came in with 
money. 

We were always very happy when anybody came in with money. 

Senator Hennings. None of these checks that you have listed in 
your letter of February 26, insofar as you recall, came in on any 
particular day. Is that right? 

Mr. Jonken. I could not remember the date, 

Senator Hennines. Now you tell us that fond checks which have 
been listed came in. You made no record of them, and you assumed 
that somebody else was making the record. You have no recollection 
as to the dates. But in your letter of February 26, Mr. Jonkel, you 
say that: “From my own recollection and such information as I have 
been able to gather * * *.” How did you go about gathering that 
information ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I say that I talked to Miss Kerr; Miss Kerr reminded 
me about Mr. Gainey’s contributions. I talked to Mrs. Van Dyke. 
Mrs. Van Dyke did not remember any specific one, I do not believe. 

I asked my counsel. He asked some people. He told me about 
Senator Brewster’s check. I remember the Murchison check, the 
Porter money, Mr. Bently, Mr. Coleman, and Mr. Baird. I remember 
Mr. Baird’s check. I do not remember why I remember it. I remem- 
ber his name, Bruce Baird—perhaps the alliteration. 

Senator Hennines. Can you tell us whether they came in in the 
last week of the campaign, or second to the last week ¢ 

Mr. Jonxe.. No, sir; I just remember—I could not even tell you, 
Senator, exactly when Mr. Murchison’s check came in, and that is a 
very, very large contribution. 


Senator Hennrnos. Are you able to tell us approximately when they 
came inf You were pressed for funds and desperately in need of 
money, as most oneaes aigns are. That is nothing unusual. Do you not 


remember when substantial checks came in, at about what period 
of the campaign they came in é 

Mr. Jonxet. I thought that I was on the record, Senator, as of yes- 
terday saying that—— 

Senator Hennines. You may be. You will excuse me, but I do not 
remember. 

Mr. Jonxen. Within the last 10 days of the campaign. 

Senator Hennines. These all came in? 

Mr. Jonxev. | am almost positive that they were all within the past 
10 days—the last 10 days. 

Senator Hennrnes. And do you remember that they were within 
the last 10 days of the campaign ? 

Mr. Jonxket. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennineas. All of these checks which you have listed 
your letter of February 26? 

Mr. Jonxen. To the best of my knowledge, I would say that they 
were, as I thought I said yesterday, within the last 10 days of the 
campaign. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom else did you talk in the preparation of 
this list? You told me yesterday that you talked to your counsel and 
you talked to Mrs. Van Dyke. Today you say you talked to Mrs. Van 
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Dyke and to your counsel and to Miss Jean Kerr. Whom else did you 
consult with reference to the preparation of this list / 

Mr. Jone. I think I said yesterday that I talked to several people, 
among them my counsel, and Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you identify any of the others now? You 
have added Miss Jean Kerr. Now, whom else can you add ?¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I do not think there was anybody else that told me 
anything. 

Mr. McDrermorr. To whom did you talk in an effort to arrive at this 
information ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I talked to my counsel. I talked to Mrs. Van Dyke. 
| talked to Miss Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all? 

Mr. JonKeL. That is all. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not talk to any one else in connection 
with the preparation of this list, which is included in your letter of 
February 26 to Mr. Mundy ? 

Mr. Jonker. I do not think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are positive of that ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes; 1 am positive of that. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state that these checks were brought over to 
vou by Miss Jean Kerr or Mr. Don Surine or Mr. Lee, and that you 
endorsed those checks aad turned them over to some of your creditors 
Is that correct / 

Mr. JonKet. I turned them over directly to some of the creditors. 
Sometimes I turned them over to somebody else to turn them over to 
the creditors. Some of the checks and some of the cash, incidentally- 

I mean, if we had a chance, I would cash the checks. If they were 
in my name, I cashed the checks. Some of them were cashiers’ checks. 
They were cashed. 

I would divide them. Instead of giving one check to one creditor, 
I would divide it four, five, or seven ways, whatever the traflie would 
bear, and pay as many things as I could. In some instances Mrs. 
Van Dyke took some of the checks and paid some of the mone V. By 
“take,” I mean she maybe went from my desk to her desk and sor 
body was standing there and she paid him, 

I do know that in some instances I did endorse some checks: and 
in some instances I will have to admit I did not even look at the other 
side or make any notes to see what they were. Some of them I wrote 
little notes on and put them on my desk. In many instances I en- 
dorsed the checks and gave them back to the courier that had brought 
them to pay for the distribution or the printing, or whatever was 
being carried on here in Washington. 

In my own office it might have been Mrs. Van Dyke. In some 
instances it was me. I would endorse the check and hand it to the 
creditor, from me to him. 

Mr. McDermorr. You told us yesterday a record was made of every 
check. Now you say just now maybe some of the checks you did not 
make a record of, or you did not even look at the amount or from 
whom they were received. Is that correct? 

Mr. Jonxet. I said yesterday, I am pretty sure, that I assumed 
that it was my intention that we follow a procedure; and that pro 
cedure to the best of my knowledge was being followed. I am pretty 
sure that is what I said, but that is all I could honestly say. 
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was when I was assuming—I still assume—that some place there was 
a record made of the check. People knew that they came in with 
money. 

We were always very happy when anybody came in with money 

Senator Hennrvas. None of these checks that you have listed in 
your letter of February 26, insofar as you recall, came in on any 
particular day. Is that right ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I could not remember the date, sir. 

Senator Hennrnes. Now you tell us that these checks which have 
been listed came in. You made no record of them, and you assumed 
that somebody else was making the record. You have no recollection 
as to the dates. But in your letter of February 26, Mr. Jonkel, you 
say that: “From my own recollection and such information as I have 
been able to gather * * *.” How did you go about gathering that 
information ¢ 

Mr. Jone. I say that I talked to Miss Kerr; Miss Kerr reminded 
me about Mr. Gainey’s contributions. I talked to Mrs. Van Dyke. 
Mrs. Van Dyke did not remember any specific one, I do not believe. 

I asked my counsel. He asked some people. He told me about 
Senator Brewster’s check. I remember the Murchison check, the 
Porter money, Mr. Bently, Mr. Coleman, and Mr. Baird. I remember 
Mr. Baird’s check. I do not remember why I remember it. I remem- 
ber his name, Bruce Baird—perhaps the alliteration. 

Senator Hennrnes. Can you tell us whether they came in in the 
last week of the campaign, or second to the last week # 

Mr. Jonxei. No, sir; I just remember—I could not even tell you, 
Senator, exactly when Mr. Murchison’s check came in, and that is a 
very, very large contribution. 


Senator Henninos. Are you able to tell us approximately when they 
came inf You were pressed for funds and desperately in need of 
money, as most _— are. That is nothing unusual. Do you not 


remember when substantial checks came in, at about what period 
of the campaign they came in? 

Mr. Jonxex. I thought that I was on the record, Senator, as of yes- 
terday saying that 

Senator Hennines. You may be. You will excuse me, but I do not 
remember. 

Mr. Jonxen. Within the last 10 days of the campaign. 

Senator Henninos. These all came in? 

Mr. Jonke.. I am almost positive that they were all within the past 
10 days—the last 10 days. 

Senator Henninos. And do you remember that they were within 
the last 10 days of the campaign ? 

Mr. JonKeu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrnes. All of these checks which you have listed in 
your letter of February 26? 

Mr. Jonxet. To the best of my knowledge, I would say that they 
were, as I thought I said yesterday, within the last 10 days of the 
campaign. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom else did you talk in the preparation of 
this list? You told me yesterday that you talked to your counsel and 
you talked to Mrs. Van Dyke. Today you say you talked to Mrs. Van 
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Dyke and to your counsel and to Miss Jean Kerr. Whom else did you 
consult with reference to the preparation of this list ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I think I said yesterday that I talked to several people, 
among them my counsel, and Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you identify any of the others now’ You 
have added Miss Jean Kerr. Now, whom else can you add? 

Mr. Jonxen. I do not think there was anybody else that told me 
anything. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. To whom did you talk in an effort to arrive at this 
information / 

Mr. Jonxen. I talked to my counsel. I talked to Mrs. Van Dyke. 
| talked to Miss Kerr. 

Mr. McDermortr. That is all? 

Mr. JonKxen. That is all. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not talk to any one else in connection 
with the preparation of this list, which is included in your letter of 
February 26 to Mr. Mundy ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I do not think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are positive of that / 

Mr. Jonker. Yes; 1 am positive of that. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state that these checks were brought over to 
vou by Miss Jean Kerr or Mr. Don Surine or Mr. Lee, and that you 
endorsed those checks and turned them over to some of your ¢ reditors. 
Is that correct / 

Mr. Jonket. I turned them over directly to some of the creditors. 
Sometimes I turned them over to somebody else to turn them over to 
the creditors. Some of the checks and some of the cash, incidentally— 
I mean, if we had a chance, I would cash the checks. If they were 
in my name, I cashed the checks. Some of them were cashiers’ checks. 
They were cashed. 

[ would divide them. Instead of giving one check to one creditor, 
I would divide it four, five, or seven ways, whatever the tratlie would 
bear, and pay as many things as I could. In some instances Mrs. 
Van Dyke took some of the checks and paid some of the mone y. By 
“take,” I mean she maybe went from my desk to her desk and some 
body was standing there and she paid him. 

I do know that in some instances I did endorse some checks: and 
in some instances I will have to admit I did not even look at the other 
side or make any notes to see what they were. Some of them I wrote 
little notes on and put them on my desk. In many instances I en- 
dorsed the checks and gave them back to the courier that had brought 
them to pay for the distribution or the printing, or whatever was 
being carried on here in Washington. 

In my own office it might have been Mrs. Van Dyke. In some 
instances it was me. I would endorse the check and hand it to the 
creditor, from me to him. 

Mr. McDermorr. You told us yesterday a record was made of every 
check. Now you say just now m: aybe some of the checks you did not 
make a record of, or you did not even look at the amount or from 
whom they were received. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonxev. I said yesterday, I am pretty sure, that I assumed 
that it was my intention that we follow a procedure; and that pro- 
cedure to the best of my knowledge was being followed. I am pretty 

sure that is what I said, but that is all I could honestly say. 
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Mr. McDermorr. After endorsement, did you deliver any of those 
checks back to the courier that delivered them to you, whether it be 
Miss Jean Kerr or Don Surine or anyone else? 

Mr. Jonker. I would say that again, in some instances I would ge 
the check from the courier messenger, whatever you want to call him 
I would endorse the check, give it back to him or her to pay distri 
bution, postage, or whatever it was that they were carrying out o 
behalf of the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you cashed a check, where would you cas! 
it ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. The checks, unfortunately, usually were around afte 
banking hours. If it was during banking hours, they were cashed 
atabank. I would ask somebody to do that forme. A couple of then 
I may have cashed. I know I cashed some in the hotel. I think 
one of the people in the office got them cashed in the hotel with the 
credit manager, 

[ personally did not cash any of them. I did not leave my office 
to go and cash a check. I would ask somebody that I trusted 
cash the check for me. 

Senator Henninas. Mr. Chairman / 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Jonkel, did you have any dealings with an 
advertising agency in Baltimore ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes: we did, Senator: the Marshall Hawks Advertis 
ing Agency handled our campaign. That is, they handled the genera! 
campaign. We had dealings with another advertising agency in the 
primary campaign. 

The funds I am talking about now have reference to the general 
election, general campaign, against Senator Tydings. 

Senator Hennines. Do you recall paying any advertising firm for 
work done in the campaign 4 

Mr. Jonker. Do I recall? 

Senator Hennines. a es, 

Mr. Jonken.. Why, yes: Lrecall many payments to Mr. Hawks. 

Senator HEnNINGs. ‘in many payments / 

Mr. Jonker. Ido not know. I paid him in cash. 

Senator Hennines. What was the total sum of your obligations 
tothe advertising firm or any advertising firm! 

Mr. Jonker. I do not have the books, but I believe we spent about 
$14.000 with Mr. Hawks. 

Senator Hennines. How was that payment made / 

Mr. Jonxen. Some of it was paid via Mr. Mundy’s office. Some 
of it was paid in endorsed checks to Mr. Hawks. Some of it was 
paid in cash to Mr. Hawks. IT remember I think one evening [ way 
Mr. Hawks $1,500—S$2.000. I do not remember exactly. I am sure 
he recorded it on his bill. 

Senator Hennineos. Where did that cash come from ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. From part of the cashier’s checks that had been 

eashed. checks that were received by me and IT would divide them 
inhi parts. IT would pay Mr. Fedder part of it in cash, and I paid Mr. 
Wolk part of it in cash. IT paid Mr. Hawks part of it in cash. If 
I had given any one of them the check, the amount of our obligations 
was such that they could have absorbed only one check, and only one 
man would have been happy instead of three. 
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Senator Hennrnes. Do you remember which of these checks was 
converted into cash and pi aid to the advertising agency ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I know for sure that the Mure ‘hison checks were done 
that way. The cashier’s check of Mr. Murchison was done that way. 

Senator Henninos. That was the $10,000 check? 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes, sir. 

Senator HeENNINGs. That was one check? 

Mr. Jonker. That was one cashier’s check for $10,000. TI know 
that that was cashed. I know the man that cashed it for me. I know 
he had a lot of trouble getting it cashed, and I know that it lasted 
the rest of that evening and perhaps part of the next morning in 
my office. The money that w: A left over I put in the hotel safe ‘and 
disbursed the following morning, 

Senator Monronry. Was any of that $10,000 sent back here to 
Washington to printers here? 

Mr. Jonker. It may have been, Senator. I do not know. 

Senator Monroney. | think earlier you identified the number of 
checks that were brought over by courier and sent back to Washing 
ton to pay certain bills that were due there, and I wondered if any of 
the $10,000 was sent from Baltimore back. 

Mr. Jonxen. If it would not have been from that $10,000, there 
was eash sent back from other checks that had been cashed, other 
checks that were made out to me that had been eashed. 

Senator Hennings. Did you have any discussion with Mr. Mundy 
during the campaign about the method and manner in which these 
funds were being handled ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Probab lv. I had very little contact with Mr. Mundy. 
In fact, 1 must have told him sometime during the campaign that we 
were taking contributions that came in and were paying bills with 
them. I do not remember his reply, or if he made a reply. I do not 
remember anything about it except that 1 do know that it was my 
intent and I believe it was carried out—I do not know—that when 
we did that. we would cite the check: that we would cite the contrib 
utor and the amount. We would do that. 

Nobody that we got anv money from, Senator, said, “Do not men 
tion my name,” or “I do not want anybody to know about it.” These 
people sent in money; they wanted to help in the ¢ ha If any 
thing has gone wrong. it has gone wrong because I did not follow 
through to make sure we were recording what came in. 

So ] meah, | hist have talked about it to Mr. a indy . bee: ause | 
must have told him that we would make a note of it on a letter. 
must have at one time or another discussed with him sauseenia from 
in fact I know I did: I would tell him I got a check. “I cannot wait, 
Pat, until it clears through you.” If I could not reach him—there 
were many times I could not reach him. 

He left his office at 4 o'clock; you know better than I do what a 
political campaign is. You get into high gear after hours. People 
would be in and they want things to happen. If you cannot re: ach 
a treasurer after 4 o'clock, that is not a very effective w: ay to operate. 

Sometimes I followed him to his home. I even sent a girl out to 
follow him on the golf course to get him to sign a check at the nine 
teenth hole, or something. That is the kind of relationship I had, or 
my office had, with Mr. Mundy. 

So I must have told him, and frankly probably got upset about it. 


856 70—5 1——-16 
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I must have said, “I am going to do this with some of the checks 
because I cannot reach you.” 

Senator Hennrines. Did Mr. Mundy not get somewhat upset when 
you told him you were diverting these moneys without reporting 
them ¢ 

Mr. Jonxe.. He probably did. I do not remember. He did not say 
anything. We did not make any big issue of it. 

Senator Henninc. But you did te ell him that because of the difficulty 
in reaching him, that ofttimes when checks came in you would have 
to divert them immediately in order to take care of work done and 
bills overdue ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Not ofttimes, Senator. I may have told him once and 
then have done it ofttimes. 

Senator Hennrnos. I do not mean that you told him ofttimes. But 
did you not tell him once that ofttimes you had to make such at 
rangements ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I may have told him once that I would do it and may 
have done it ofttimes without so telling him. 

Senator Henninos. And did he not caution you about that / 

Mr. Jonxeb. I really do not remember. 

Senator Hennines. Did Mr. Mundy not tell you that he had some 
views . to that method of procedure / 

Mr. JonKreL. He may have, Senator. 

Senator Hennineés. Do you not remember? Are you not able to 
tell us the substance of his observations / 

Mr. JonKe,. No; 1am not. 

Senator HenninGs. You do not recall anything he said about it? 

Mr. Jonker. No; I do not. 

Senator HenninGs. Nothing whatever ? 

Mr. JonxenL. Nothing. 

Senator Hennineos. You recall that you did tell him, however, of 
the procedure that you had adopted and were following? 

Mr. Jonxen. I do not know if he said he was happy about it or if 
he was sad about it. I donot remember his reactions. I remember tell- 
ing him, and that I would advise him on my letters of transmittal 
what checks I had done that with. 

Senator Henninos. Did not Mr. Mundy advise you of the law at 
that time and tell you that checks should be cleared through him as 
campaign treasurer ¢ 

Mr. Jonxren. He may have, Senator. 

Senator Hennineas. He may have? Are you not able to tell us 
whether he did or whether he did not ? 

Mr. Jonxet. I am not able to remember; no, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Do you mean to say that Mr. Mundy advised 
you as to the matter of law, as the treasurer of a campaign and a dis- 
tinguished lawyer of Baltimore City, and that you do not recall 
getting any such instructions from him, Mr. Jonkel ? 

Mr. JonKen. I will put it another way, Senator. Maybe this is 
the answer you want—— 

Senator HenNiNGs. No; it is not any answer I want. I want your 
answer. That is what this committee wants. 

Mr. Jonkev. I think maybe if I say it this way—maybe I will say 
it this way. He may have said something to me and it may have left 
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such a little impression on me at the time that I do not remember it 
now. 

Senator Hennings. You have no recollection of any conversation in 
which Mr. Mundy cautioned you as to violating the law/ 

Mr. Jonker. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator Hennincs. You would not say that he did not caution you ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. No: I could not. If I do not have a V recollection, 
| could not say he did not. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Jonkel, who selected Mr. Mundy as the treas- 
iver of the John Marshall Butler campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I do not know, Senator. I donot know. He was there 
vhen I came there. I know that Mr, Butler had a difficult time get- 
(ing someone to serve as his agent. The men in Baltimore did not 
want to take part in a campaign against Senator Tydings, to be blunt. 

Senator Smrrn. He was selected before you came there / 

Mr. JoNKEL. Yes; he was. 

Mr. McDermorr. You say that the proceeds of the Murchison 
s10,000 check disappeared overnight. If money was going that fast, 
how did your $65,000 over-all budget work out / 

Mr. Jonker. Did I say that the money disappeared overnight ? 

Mr. McDermorr. In answer to the question, you said that you 
cashed the check and that the money was gone that night. 

Mr. Jonxev. I do not remember how much money offhand we com- 
mitted ourselves to Mr. Fedder. I do not even remember how Mr. Fed- 
der—I do not know, for instance, how Mr. Fedder got as many jobs 
trom my office as he did. I do not know how he arrived at his figures 
for things. <All 1 know is that we owed Mr. Fedder an awful lot of 
money. Some of the things we owed him the money for were not on 
our original budget. 

For instance, the distribution of the tabloid was not to have been 
paid for out of campaign funds. That was a separate project under- 
written and supported by the Young Democrats for Butler, who, it 
seems, ran out of money; and it seems that we had one man doing 
everything, one printer doing everything, which was not a particularly 

good policy. So we wound up owing “him a lot of money for jobs. 

I could very probably have used the entire $10,000 to pay Mr. Fedder 
alone. Our newspaper and radio advertising via the Marshall Hawks 
Advertising Agency, we were way behind on them. I do not remem- 
ber what the figure was now, but I probably could have used the whole 
$10,000 with him. 

Mr. Wolk, another printer, we owed Mr. Wolk money practically 
from the first day I got to Baltimore. We got the primary account 
straightened out. ‘Then we went into the general election. We owed 
Mr. Wolk money all the time. Mr. Wolk is a fine man, a fine printer. 
He did not press us too much. But we did owe him money 

He heard of everybody else threatening to put judgments against 
us and everything, so he would come around for money occasionally. 
Three or four thousand dollars of the money could have gone to Mr. 
Wolk. We had other people that we had to pay money to. We had 
mail stacked up in volunteers’ homes for 2 weeks after it was sched- 
uled to go out because I did not have $3,000 to pay for postage. 
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So $10,000 at any one time could have been used very, very fast to 
one person, to two people, to three people, ortoa group of six or seven 
people. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is the $27,100 that you report in your letter o| 
February 26 the total of the sums that you disbursed under this short 
circuiting procedure you talked about yesterday, or were there addi 
tional sums thet vou have not reported / 

Mr. Jonker. I said yesterday, and I will say again, the $21,000, 1 
whatever it is that I reported in that letter, is to the best of my know] 
edge the money that I had anything to do with either in the handling 
of it in my office, or that T had anything to do with in the disbursing 
of it in my office. 

I cannot answer your question other than that way. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you state that when these checks were 
brought over to you by Miss Jean Kerr, Mr. Surine, and Mr. Lee, you 
endorsed them. To whom were those checks made payable? 

Mr. Jonxen. To the John Marshall Butler campaign fund. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have authority from John Marshall 
Butler to endorse checks payable to the campaign committee or cam 
paign fund 4 

Mr. Jonker. No; and this is where I did not know about the Mary- 
land law; or if I did know about it, it was not functioning very well. 
In my own office—I had an office; I had a business in Chicago—some- 
times I had 35 or 38 people working for me. Somebody in my office en 
dorses checks for deposit, endorses checks; so I think there are little 
rubber stamps, I do not know. I never saw any checks. Somebody 
stamps them and they endorse them. 

| endorsed checks. When a chec k would come in for Mr. B utler, 
assumed this was all right, if it was all right, if it was not all ob 
and it was not all right. I would endorse the checks to pay somebody, 
“John Marshall Butler campaign fund,” because that 1s the way the 
check was made out; and I would put my name underneath it to 
identify the person who endorsed it. 

[ certainly was not ashamed of paying a bill with a contribution. 
Obviously that is why somebody gave us the money, but I did put my 
name on it so that if there was any question, people would know who 
did endorse the check. I did endorse the check. 

Mr. McDermorr. You say “this is where I did not know about the 
Maryland law.” You mean you knew about the rest of the provisions 
of the Maryland election law ? 

Mr. Jonken. No. In this kind of a procedure is where I did not 
know about it. There m: \V be another statute; there may be another 
part of the Maryland law that applies to the same kind of thing. I do 
not know. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Are you taking the position that any law of the 
State of Maryland you may have violated was unfamiliar to you? Is 
that correct ? 

Mr. JonkKen. That is a charitable way of putting it: yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that a Mr. Lee also visited your 
office. Can you identify him for us further ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Iam sorry, Mr. McDermott. What do you mean if | 
saw him—— 


Mr. McDermorr. No: who is Mr. Lee ? 
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Mr. Jonxen. Mr. Lee I met with Mr. Surine. Mr. Surine I later 
learned either—yes, is in the employ of Senator McCarthy. What Mr. 
Lee’s connection was with Senator McCarthy or with Mr. Surine, I do 
not know at that time. He seemed to be well versed in such things as 
what printing costs were, where can you get it done, how fast can you 
address things, how many postal cards a minute can somebody do— 
he knew about that. 

I identify Mr. Lee with Mr. Surine because that is where I met him. 
Mr. Surine I met or saw for the first time in Senator McCarthiy’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Mr. Lee active in the campaign of John 
Marshall Butler during that last 3-week period that Miss Kerr was 
on leave, an alleged leave of absence, and also active / 

Mr. Jonxen. The only times I saw Mr. Surine or Mr. Lee were after 
hours, like in the evening, when they were either picking up postal 
cards to be addressed, they were taking them back to Washington 
to be addressed and written out; or they came into—the only times 
I ever saw them were in the evening maybe two or three times in my 
office. I am quite sure 1 saw Mr. Surine more often than I did 
Mr. Lee. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. You state that you endorsed some of these checks 
made payable to the John Marshall Butler campaign fund, and gave 
them back to the courier that brought them to you. Did you do that 
with a $5,000 check brought to you by Mr. Lee / 

Mr. Jonker. I may have. 

Mr. McDermorr. You may have endorsed a check payable to the 
Butler campaign committee and returned it to Mr. Lee. Is that 
right 

Mr. Jonken. Yes: I may have. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at the time you did that, what were your 
instructions to Mr. Lee ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. If it was Mr. Lee who brought me a check and said, 
“Here is a contribution,” it is a very safe bet that the contribution 
was already earmarked for a specific project. That is a good way 
to raise funds and it is too bad we did not do it more often. We 
needed some signboards; we needed some printing; we needed some- 
thing else that costs dollars. If he brought it in, any check that came 
to me from Washington was already earmarked for an expenditure 
because we had expenditures that we had enough of. 

If he came to me with the check, he probably wanted me to give 
him the money or make arrangements to pay that money to the people 
that were doing the work. So without any instructions or anything 
else, I would tell him that, “Here is your check back. Take the ¢ heck 
back and pay for whatever it is you are having done in our behalf.’ 

Mr. McDermorr. Who did this earmarking of funds 4 

Mr. Jonxent. Whoever was asking for the money, I assume. 

Mr. McDermorr. You mean just anybody that came in and asked 
for money earmarked its ultimate destination. Is that right / 

Mr. Jonker. A man called the office one day and wanted to give 
us a complaint. He complained about something that Mr. Butler was 
not saying this or that against Senator Tydings. I told him we had 
neither the intention nor did we have the mone vy to do what he wanted, 
which was a signboard. 

So before he got through with the phone call from Washington 
here—incidentally he lived in Maryland; his office was in Washing- 





232 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


ton. I do not remember his name now. It is in the record son 
place—I convinced him that the best thing he could do instead o/ 
complaining was sending us a check for $271 to pay for the signboar 
that he wanted. He did that. That is what I mean by earmarkiny 

Mr. McDermorr. I see, but you do not remember about the speciti 
earmarking of the $5,000 check you endorsed and gave back to M: 
Lee / 

Mr. JonKxev. It could have been, for instance, Mr. Bentley’s check 
I do not know this. I am just saying it could have been Mr. Bentley’: 
check. 

When I talked with Mr. Bentley, I discussed the need, the urgen 
need, for sending a penny postal card with Mr. Butler’s picture o: 
it, and a little handwritten message to all the voters in the State, 
specifically the Eastern Shore where we were very soft—which late: 
we lost because we did not get there in time with our mailings; and 
particularly western Maryl: and, where there was some kind of an od 
arrangement going on that we could not put our finger on. 

I wanted those areas covered. I told that to Mr. Bentley , discussed 
with him how much it would cost, and it may have been Mr. Bentley’: 
check that went back to pay for the specific project of printing, put 
ting postage on, and addressing and writing the message on the posta! 
cards, 

Mr. McDermorr. But you do not remember anything else about that 
transaction. You remember such a transaction ‘might have occurred 
but you remember no more details about it ? 

Mr. Jonxen. In all honesty if I remembered any more details 
would be putting a tremendous emphasis on something which prob 
ably took 10 minutes in a very, very busy day. We did not have, for 
instance, the foresight of Mr. Fedder, who seems to have taken pic 
tures of everything and everybody who came into his office. We did 
not have that kind of a preplanne »d approach to something. 

We in 10 minutes—5 minutes, perhaps—I talked to Mr. Lee. We 
consummated our business. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is rather obvious. You do not recall 
whether you directed him to open a separate account with that check 
that you gave him? 

Mr. Jonxet. I do not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have no recollection of such a transaction as 
ever having occurred ? 

Mr. JonKeEL. I do not see why I would tell anyone to open a sep- 
arate account. In fact, I do not remember ever telling anyone to 
open it. I think I can safely say that I do not remember anyone ever. 
with Butler ¢ campaign funds. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Mr. Jonker. No; I definitely can say that I did not instruct anyone 
to open a separate account. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not instruct anyone to use any of these 
funds : open a separate account. 

Mr. JonxeL. No. 

Mr. Mc Dermorr. Just one other identification. You cannot tell 
us any more about Mr. Bentley. Who is Mr. J. D. Coleman, of 
Virginia? 

Mr. Jonker. Mr. Coleman called one day from some place, a long 
distance call, asked for me by name: “May I speak to John Jonkel.” 
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It was maybe 10 o’clock at night, introduced himself by name, wanted 
to talk about the campaign. We had a lot of that kind of problem, 
people wanting to talk about the campaign, wanting to know exactly 
what we were going to do. 

We would not discuss anything like that over the phone with some- 
body we did not know anything about. I asked him who he was. 
He told me he had been a marine with Senator McCarthy. Where he 
had been a marine with Senator McCarthy I do not know. 

I told him if he wanted to know anything about it to come into the 
office. About an hour later, maybe about 11 o’clock at night, he came 
in and discussed the campaign with me. He asked me what we 
needed the most of, what were we doing, how were we doing it. I told 
him about our direct mail work, I told him about our radio work, our 
spot announcements, and I told him and I believe again Senator Hen- 
nings, that was within the last 10 days of the campaign when all of 
this stuff came to a head. 

We really needed our money in the last 10 days of the campaign be- 
cause up to then there were lots and lots of—Senator Tydings was 
not—Senator Tydings probably was misinformed about the kind of 
campaign he should ‘conduct. He was campaigning on the defensive 
at a certain level. He was doing himself, as was indicated by the 
election, not very much good. 

Our problem was to keep the campaign going at that level until, 
within the last 7 or 10.days of the campaign, we could skyrocket Mr. 

sutler with as much “Be for Butler,” as much positive stuff for Mr. 
Butler as possible. So in the last 10 days we needed every dime we 
could get. 

When Mr. Coleman talked to me I told him what our plan was, how 
we were trying to work the thing out, and I told hint we needed money. 
He did not give me any money that night. Within 2 or 3 days a check 

came for a thousand dollars from Mr. Coleman. 

To be very honest about it I do not even know where Mr. Coleman 
lives, other than the letter that came “Dear John,” on a blank piece 
of paper, “Dear John: Attached is a check. Use it to the best advan- 
tage. Happy victory,” or something. He signed his name. And 
it was postmarked “The Plains, Va.” That is as much as I know 
about Mr. Coleman, other than he seemed to know Senator McCarthy 
from having served with him in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is how he is identified in your record, as 
J.D. Coleman, of Virginia? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. You see, that was at a time when Senator 
McCarthy and other Senators were all over the country. Everybody 
was campaigning. I assume, because I heard such talk myself, I 
assume there were many places. They talked about different 
campaigns. 

Senator McCarthy had an obvious interest in our campaign. He 
had an interest in anybody that Tydings was opposing—anybody 
that was opposing Senator Tydings. He talked about our need of 
money ina lot of places. It would be very natural if he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. With reference to some of the literature which 
vou used in the campaign, I believe that at the conclusion of your 
testimony yesterday you advised me that you assumed responsibility 
for the layout of the various pieces of campaign literature that were 
used ; is that correct ? 
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Mr. Jonxen. I do not know if I said responsibility. What I said, 
and I will say again, is that as an employee of Mr. Butler's cam- 
paign in the area of communication or promotion, or whatever you 
want to call it, anybody that wanted to do anything in behalf of Mr. 
Butler could use my services. 

Senator Hennincs. Mr. Chairman, before we get into that phase 
of it | would like to ask a question or two, if I may. 

Senator Monronery. Certainly. 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Jonkel, you had lived in Chicago for some 

“ars, as T understand it, before you came into the Maryland campaign. 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, I did, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. You had been a public relations man there? 

Mr. Jonket. Yes; I have. 

Senator Hennines. What was the name of your firm / 

Mr. Jonxen. John M. Jonkel. 

Senator Hennines. Where were your offices? 

Mr. Jonken. 26 East Huron Street. 

Senator Hennines. How many people did you employ before you 
came to Maryland ¢ 

Mr. JonKe. Just before I came to Maryland I had four people 
working for me. 

Senator Hennincs. When you came to Maryland you closed your 
office in Chicago, did you? Did you go out of business ? 

Mr. Jonxen. No. My office stayed. We serviced accounts. My 
people serviced accounts for wane al months after I go there. By the 
time the campaign was over—by the Ist of November I think I had 
turned my last account over to somebody else. 

Senator Hennines. I am in some doubt. I have always wondered 
and never have had this really explained. I do not know whether the 
committee understands the function of a public relations man. Just 
what isa public relations man? Do you take any course, for example, 
or take any examinations, or just what do you do? 

If a fellow wants to be a public relations man does he just hang out 
a shingle and say he is one and so become one ¢ 

Mr. Jonkxet. Unfortunately that has been done, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. A sort of an outgrowth of the old press agent; 
is it? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, yes and no. There are several definitions of 
public relations. For instance, the Dictionary of Social Science 
defines public relations as a catalyst that seeks to adjust—seeks to 
remedy maladjustments in the social order. That is very fancy, un- 
doubtedly written by a public relations man. 

Another definition would be in the same way that people need a 
friend in court, r they need someone to present their case in a court 
of law; in many instances individuals, corporations, enterprises of 
one kind or another, need someone to present their case in the court 
of public opinion. 

Public relations, a good public relations man supposedly is an out- 
side objec tive voice who says, “This is good, that is bad; you are too 
close to it, you cannot see it very well; why don’t you do it this way?” 

In many people’s minds the press agent and public relations man 
are synonymous. I do not know. I call myself a public relations man. 
I know other men that are public relations men. Much of my work 
has been done with boards of directors, rather than with newspapers. 
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In the same way that if you were an attorney you would tell people 
how to stay out of trouble with the law, in my business you start 
counseling by suggesting to them how they best present themselves 
or stay out of trouble in the public opinion. 

Senator Hennines. You understand I do not mean to deride the 
craft or cult or profession or whatever it may be of public relations. 
I was trying to get at what particular phase of so-called public 
relations. I have known a good many public relations men. I won- 
der what particular phase of it you had heretofore specialized 1 
You have had no political campaign experience before this? 

Mr. JoNkeL. No, sir. Most of my work has been in bond issues. 
on instance, the so-called tax authorities where two or three counties 

‘two or three taxing agencies wanted to get together to support or 
maint tin an airport, a hospital, a school. And that proposition had 
to he sold to the public at large. 

Senator Henninas. You sort of condition the public mind, or soften 
it up to accept it, or inspire it, as the case may be, to accept a given 
proposition ¢ 

Mr. Jonxent. Thank you; yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. For a fee? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sit 

Senator Hennines. Had you ever done any work for any of the 
Chicago newspapers ¢ 

Mr. Jonkent. No; I had not. 

Senator Hennings. Individually or as a firm? 

Mr. JonKenL. May I ask for a clarification of that? In my business 
we work with many newspapers. 

Senator Hennings. You work with them? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sil 

Senator Hennines. But for them under retainer ? 

Mr. JonkeL. No, sit 

Senator Hennines. Had vou ever done any work for any news 
paper publisher individually ? 

Mr. Jonxen. No: I have not. 

Senator Hennings. As a personal matter? 

Mr. Jonken. How do you mean that, Senator? Do you mean did 
I work in a newspaper / 

Senator Hennines. In your professional capacity either er 
ually or for a company. T take it you were doing business as Joh 
Jonkel, not a corporation. Did you, as suck, ever do any wail for 
any newspaper publisher, personally or individually ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Not directly; no, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Did you ever do such work indirectly ? 

Mr. Jonker. If you are thinking in terms of a ne Wspaper publisher 
and did I work for such a person in his or her capacity as a publisher, 
no. Did I work with or for such a person in another capacity in some 
instances, ves. 

Peter Miller was president—that is Mrs. Peter Miller’s husband; 
Bazy Miller’s husoand—he was president of the American Epilepsy 
League. They were one of my accounts. So that is why I am trying 
to tell vou if I did not work for him or for her in their capacity as 
a publisher, in their capacity in some other area, yes. 

Senator Hennineos. You never did any work for Colonel MeCor 
mick, for example, in Chicago, or any other place ? 
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Mr. Jonken. No; I did not. 

Senator Hennines. You were never retained by that newspaper / 

Mr. Jonker. I was never retained by Colonel McCormick, the 
newspaper, or any enterprise that he may be a part of. 

Senator Hennings. I take it you knew Mrs. Miller in Chicago? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes; I did. 

Senator Hennincs. How long had you known Mrs. Miller? 

Mr. Jonxet. It will be 3 years this summer. 

Senator Henninos. I take it you met her in connection with the 
work you did for this — psy League ¢ 

Mr. JonxeL. No, sir. I did not work with the Epilepsy League 
until after I met them. I got that account via Peter Miller. I met 
Mrs. Miller first, I think in the beginnings of the Dewey-Warren 
Clubs. As a Republican in Illinois, I took some interest in that kind 
of work. Mrs. Miller was in charge of that. First she had ‘Teens 
for Taft” or Taft Clubs. That was before the convention. 

After that she handled the Dewey-Warren Clubs, I believe, in the 
Midwest. All I know about it is what we did in Illinois. I did some 
work for her in that. That is how I met the Millers. That will be 
3 years sometime this coming summer. 

Senator Hennines. So, they wanted a good public-relations man 
down here, and I take it you were recommended by your Chicago 
friends to the Maryland group ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. I am just trying to find out how you happened 
to be in Maryland, Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. Jonker. Over a period of perhaps 2 years, Mrs. Miller, Mr. 
Miller, some other people, thought that I was, I suppose, a pretty 
good public-relations man, in the same way that you perhaps have 
referred me to a tailor or to a doctor I was referred to somebody to 
do a job. 

She knew—a lot of people know—that I am very much interested 
in politics from a sociological standpoint. It is a very fascinating 
thing. It is a very important thing. I have almost a fifth- 
or sixth-grade civics-class approach. 

To me a United States Senator is a very big thing; it is a very 
big country. They know that. They know also that Lama competent 
promoter. If you can tie the two things together, she thought that 
I would be a good person to work in Maryland. 

Senator Hennines. I-think you told us yesterday that Mrs. Miller 
recommended that Mrs. Adkins get in touch with you to see whether 
you would be interested. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. Mrs. Atkins is still the national committee- 
woman from Maryland and was a personal friend of Mr. Butler. 

Senator Henninos. That is all. 

Senator Monronry. You mentioned that you paid $1,200 and such 
necessary expenses as you incurred in connection with the incidental 
parts of the campaign, yesterday, by Mr. Butler. Did your checks 
come from Mr. Butler? 

Mr. Jonxet. From Mr. Mundy. 

Senator Monronry. They came from Mr. Mundy? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did you maintain a personal bank account in 
Baltimore ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes; I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you deposit to that account the salary checks 
which you received ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. I deposited the salary checks which I received from the 
campaign; yes. I deposited some other funds sometimes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What were those other funds / 

Mr. Jonken. Funds from Chicago, in most instances. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated to me yesterday that the only 
moneys that you ret ‘eived in connection with your services as carn- 
paign manager for John Marshall Butler were the funds that you 
received from Mr. Mundy. Is this a change in that testimony / 

Mr. Jonker. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the source of those other funds? 

Mr. Jonker. Money that I got from my Chicago account in some 
instances. Some fees from other clients. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know approximately how many fees, or 
what sum you received in fees, during the time — were in Baltimo re ’ 
Mr. Jonker. I do not know if you know this, but this hearing sul 
penaed my account in Baltimore. I just got back from Chicago in 
time for the hearing when it started again, when it started the first 
time, rather. I took all of my accounts back with me to Chicago to 
give to my accountant. to go over it, preparing for my 1950 income 

tax. They have those now. 

I do not recall offhand how much money. I sent for them. They 
irecoming. ‘They are not here yet. They may be at my hotel today. 
I do not know offhand how much money. There may be five or six 

thousand dollars. 

Mr. McDernmorr. As soon as that information is received from Chi- 
cago, you will make it available to the subcommittee in response to 
that subpena 4 

Mr. Jonker. Certainly. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you do that lay-out work on these pieces of 
publicity and literature that were distributed in connection with the 
( ampaign ? 

Mr. JoNKEL. In most instances; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you think of any specific exceptions? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. I did not do the lay-out nor did I write the copy, 
nor did I approve, nor did Mr. Butler, a full-page newspaper ad that 
was in the paper I believe the Sunday before the election, which I 
think was sponsored by the Young Democrats, or at least the idea and 
the copy and everything else was brought in by some friends of Mr. 
Butler’s. 

And as advertising agency in Baltimore, Carlock, or something like 
that, did the job. 

Senator Monronery. You say you did not do any work on the ad? 

Mr. Jonxen. I did not. 

Mr. McDermort. And you said that you did not approve it and that 
Senator Butler did not approve it? 

Mr. Jonxet. By “approve” I mean that I did not see it for approval 
before it went into the paper. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you mean by that—— 
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Mr. Jonxen. If you mean did I approve their intent—— 

Mr. McDermorr. No. Did you approve the ad? 

Mr. Jonxen. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you see the copy on the ad before it wa 
published ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I saw part of the copy on the ad; yes, I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who showed that to you? 

Mr. Jonxen. This committee, this group of people, Mrs. Berndt, or 
Brandt. They were friends of Mr. Butler’s. 

Mr. McDermorr. I call your attention specifically to exhibit 6, 
which has been heretofore introduced in the record of the subcom 
mittee, which is a piece of campaign literature titled “Back to Good 
Old Dixie.” I hand that to you and ask you if the lay-out work on 
that piece of literature was done by you? 

Mr. Jonxen. The actual art work, and one of the captions; no. The 
idea of the thing, or rewriting the copy; yes. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. So that you did work on that piece of campaign 
literature ? 

Mr. Jonker. Definitely. 

Mr. McDermorr. What artist did you employ, or what artist did 
the actual lay-out as it appears in the literature as printed ? 

Mr. JonKet. We only used one artist to my recollection. We only 
used one artist for all of our—for everything. I worked with him and 
would give him my ideas and he would put them into finished art form. 
His name was, I believe, Boellinger. He was referred to nie by some- 
one. Someone brought him into the office. 

Mr. McDermorr. How do you spell that name? 

Mr. Jonxe.. Probably B-o-e-1-l-i-n-g-e-r. His first name was “Bill.” 

Mr. McDermorr. With specific references to this piece of literature, 
and that is the one about which we will be talking for a little while, 
did you take or send the copy on this literature over to this artist / 

Mr. JonkeL. No. He would come into my office and we would dis- 
cuss it there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall his coming into your office and 
discussing with you this particular piece of literature which is ex- 
hibit 6? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. We have established the fact I worked with him 
on it, from whenever it started to whenever it went to the printer to be 
actually printed. 

Mr. McDermorr. What instructions did you give to this artist whom 
vou identified as Mr. Boellinger, with reference to the copy to be shown 
on that piece of literature, and particularly with reference to its 
sponsorship. 

Mr. Jonket. I probably told him what it was. That, incidentally, 
vou know, was for the colored voters in Maryland. I told him, in all 
probability, that the colored voters were being very, very active this 
time in the campaign against Senator Tydings, and that they wanted a 
piece of literature that would be consistent with good taste, anything 
that would not alienate the support of the white voters for Mr. Butler. 

They wanted to do what they could and yet they wanted to tell a 
strong story. I told them that it would be sponsored by a group of 
colored citizens. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you tell him who compromised that group of 
colored citizens / 
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Mr. Jonxet. No; because I did not know. My contact for such a 
thing was with Mr. Simmons, or it might have been with one or two 
colored politicians that Mr. Simmons knew or introduced me to. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who were they; do you recall ¢ 

Mr. Jonxe.. There were many of them. I do not know which to 
identify. I would identify Mr. Simmons with that. He had, accord 
ing to him—there were a group of men who would sponsor such a thing 
if it was ready to go, and would I help with it. Rather than help 
them part way, I presented something that I would do. This is the 
way I would do it, and make changes in it if you want, and we would 
like to see it before it went out. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was done? 

Mr. Jonxen. I saw it all the way. I do not think they made any 
changes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who is this Mr. Simmons to whom you refer 

Mr. Jonxent. Mr. Simmons is a political writer I guess you would 
call him, I knew of him. I never met him before I met him in 
Maryland. I met him in my office in Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where is he from? What is his residence ? 

Mr. Jonket. I do not know. I have heard or I have read that he 
is from Chicago. But I do not know that for sure. [I never saw him 
in Chicago, 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever hear about him when you were in 
Chicago ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I heard about him for a long time. I think he is the 
only man who seconded two Presidential nominations. 1 heard him 
on the radio I have seen things he has written. He is a very well 
known colored leader. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first meet him in Baltimore in con 
nection with the campaign of John Marshall Butler / 

Mr. Jonxen. I believe it was in the primary. 

Mr. McDrermorr. And how long was he in Maryland at that time? 

Mr. Jonkev. I do not know. Mr. Simmons was in my office maybe 
four times maybe five times during both the primary and the general 
elections. How long he was there I do not know. I do know that 
he made many—he spoke in many places throughout the State. To 
how many people how often I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. He made many speeches and was in your office 
four or five times and that is during both the primary and general 
elections but you do not know the total of the time he spent in Mary- 
land ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. No; I donot. He was working as an almost—well he 
was coordinator for my office. He was almost an independent opera- 
tor. I had asked—again you have work assigned—there was in the 
primary for instance in Maryland a great proportion of the Republi- 
can vote in Baltimore City especially and in southern Maryland is the 
colored vote. It is very important that you get the support of that 
group of people if you want to win any primary on the Republican side 
in Maryland. 

It was important that we introduce a man that nobody had ever 
heard of. Ido not believe there were a thousand people in the State 
who knew Mr. Butler before he ran for office. It was very important 
that we introduce him to as many of the strong Republican compo- 
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nents for the primary. So I wanted somebody to do that. I did not 
know who I could get. 

I did not know which politician I could work with. When you 
have a weak party you have a tremendous amount of factional diffi 
culties. I wanted somebody to come in from the outside, look the 
thing over and tell me what the score was. So I asked Mrs. Miller: 
who knew Roscoe Conklin Simmons, if he could do that kind of work. 
He came in, presumably at her request—at least he came to me; he 
could not have found me any other way. 

He came in to talk with me. I told him what I wanted and he went 
out and came up with the names of some people and said that he 
would—that I had enough to do—that he would work with those 
people if I told him what I wanted him to do. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ask Mrs. Ruth McCormick Miller to get 
Mr. Simmons for you or did she suggest to you that he would be the 
man for the job? 

Mr. Jonxen. I think I asked who I could get, and I had hoped that 
somebody from her newspaper that knew Maryland and knew Mary 
land politics better than I did would give me an objective person that 
could do that. In the course of that conversation I may have said 
“Roscoe Conklin Simmons,” I do not remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. And she may have said it? 

Mr. Jonxen. She may have said it. 

Mr. McDermorr. At any event he was suggested in the conversation 
between the two of you? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much time elapsed between that conversa- 
tion and his appearance on the scene in Maryland? 

Mr. Jonken. Maybe a week, maybe 10 days, maybe 4 days. No; it 
was more than that. It was a week at least because I remember I got 
a little disturbed. I wondered whe ‘nit was going to happen. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who paid for Colonel Simmons’ services and 
expenses While he was active in the John Marshall Butler campaign in 
Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. I believe we paid some of them. We may have paid 
allofthem. Ido not know. I know that I can personally remember 
giving him some expense money. Salary, 1 never heard any mention 
of a salary. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mrs. Miller pay any of his expenses? 

Mr. Jone. I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall your interview with me in your 
apartment at your hotel, the Fairfax Hotel, on the morning of January 
11, 1951 ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall in connection with our conversa- 
tion at that time, in response to questions along this line, vou said that 
“Simmons’ services and expenses were paid for by Mrs. Miller because 

she did not want to increase the financial load on the committee ¢ 

Mr. JonkeL. It may be true. 

Mr. McDermorr, Now, which is true? Did she or did she not pay 
his services ? 

Mr. Jonket. What I just said is not in contradiction to that. IT will 
umend it to say that again if you prefer. I remember paying Mr. 
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Simmons some financial, some expense money. I remember that, be- 
cause I paid him personally, I think in cash, maybe I gave him a check, 
I do not remember. 

I do not know for sure who paid him. I do not know. 1 will put 
it another way: Mrs. Miller provided Mr. Simmons to me to use in the 
campaign. I assume he was paid. I assume he gets money. He is 
a writer, he is a lecturer. I do not know how he earns his living. 
She probably did something to bring him there. I do not know. 

I do know this: I had the same problem with some other people who 
were sent in to assist, somebody from the District. We had a man 
there for about a week who was supposed to travel with Mr. Butler. 
We could not atford to have anybody else on our payroll. So L re 
member being very specific, that we could not afford to pay for any- 
body. 

We could not pay any big money for anybody on the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Miller was sympathetic with that situation ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. Anybody who was close to the campaign Was sympa 
thetic with the situation. 

Mr. McDerrmorr., So the statement then that you recall having made 
to me to the effect that Simmons’ services and expenses were paid for 
by Mrs. Miller because she did not want to increase the financial load 
on the committee is correct; is that right / 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that same time do you know whether Colonel 
Simmons was on the payroll of the Washington 'Times-Herald ? 

Mr. Jonxe.. I do not know who paid Mr. Simmons. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know whether at that same time Colone|] 
Simmons was on the payroll of the Chicago Tribune / 

Mr. Jonxen. I would not know that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know that Colonel Simmons is a feature 
writer for the Chicago Tribune and the Washington ‘Times-Herald ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I have seen his byline in a column in the Washing 
ton Times Herald. I do not ever recall seeing—but this does not 
prove anything, it just proves that I do not recall seeing his byline 
in the Chicago Tribune. I do not know where Mr. Simmons works. 
| know that he is a writer, that he is a lecturer. I do not know to 
whom he sells his column or his opinions or anything. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall seeing his bylines in the Washing 
ton Times Herald # 

Mr. Jonxet. I certainly do. I have seen it several times. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with this piece of literature, “Back 
to Good Old Dixie,” which is exhibit 6, did you at any time have any 
contact or conversation with Bishop Alexander Shaw, Rev. J. Tim 
othy Bodie, or John R. Berry, concerning their authorization or spon 
sorship of this piece of literature ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. No. You see, I was working technically in their 
behalf. I was working through Mr. Simmons. I remember asking 
very definitely of Mr. Simmons, and I remember VanDyke checking 
to make sure, that this thing was authorized by these people. 

At that time we were told that it was. I do not know and I do 
not remember. I may have talked to Mr. Berry, I may have talked 
to Mr. Bodie, I may have talked to Mr. Shaw—Bishop Shaw. 
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I talked to many people in Baltimore. I do not remember—I know 
that I never talked about that piece of literature with any of those 
men. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many copies of this piece of literature, ex 
hibit 6, did you have printed ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. I do not know. I do not know what the order was 
because the order was not for us. 

May I explain something else about the ordering of printing? This 
job, the tabloid newspaper—and I think there may have even been 
something else—was supposed to have been paid for, sponsored and 
paid for by other organizations. It just happened that all of the stuff 
was printed, all of our material seemed to have been printed by Mr. 
Fedder, the majority of them seemed to have been printed by Mr. 
Fedder. 

If we had had more money in our campaign, if we had not wound 
up with a deficit, and if we had not had a big problem of threatened 
judgments and lawsuits and things, where Mr. Fedder lumped every- 
thing that came out of our office together, these things conceivably 
woul | have been—not conce ivably ; they would have had to have had— 
separate billing. 

Mr. Fedder chose to lump everything together, anything he did 
on Mr. Butler’s campaign he lumped into one bill bill and said “This 
is what Mr. Butler owes us.” Technically at least from his standpoint 
it is correct. From our standpoint this was to have been sponsored 
and paid for by somebody else. The distribution of the tabloid— 
when I needed money as much as I did, I would not have spent an 
additional $12,000 to distribute something 2 days before the cam- 
paign. I would have used that money some other way. 

But all of the things were lumped into one bill by Mr. Fedder, and 
because even the newspaper ad that we have talked about, which 
supposedly I can remember Mr. Butler, I can remember myself stamp- 
ing on tables, “We will not assume any more responsibility for any- 
thing else.” We were assured that the money was to be paid by other 
people. 

Now, I understand that even part of that money eventually had 
to be paid by us. I do not know that for sure, but that is what I am 
told. So when I say that something was to have been paid for by 
somebody else, that is the way it was set up originally. 

It did not turn out that way in practice. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel, that is a long answer. What this 
subcommittee hearing is more interested in is what did happen, rather 
than what was supposed to happen. Who did pay for the printing 
of this piece of literature and its distribution ? 

Mr. Jonxent. We did pay for it. That is a short answer. But may 
I tell you again, it is relatively important, Mr. McDermott, that Mr. 
Butler assumed, and I assumed, the responsibility—not the respon- 
sibility, the campaign fund assumed the responsibility of bills that 
were not paid. This work was done in behalf of the campaign. Tech- 
nically we did not have to pay for that; somebody else had to pay 
for it. 

Technically we did not have to pay for the distribution of the 
tabloid. 

Mr. McDermorr. But actually you did lay it out, you made arrange- 
ments with Mr, Boellinger to do the art work on it? 
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Mr. JONKEL. Yes: I wrote it. Isaid I wrote it. I laid it out. 

Mr. McDermorr. And actually the Butler campaign fund did pay 
for it; is that right 4 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes. Andif Mr. Fedder’s testimony did not show that 
it was to have had separate billing in the same way that the tabloid 
billing was to have had separate billing, he is in error? 

Mr. McDermorr. Why did you pay him? 

Mr. Jonxen. Because it was done in Mr. Butler’s behalf. And be 
cause 1f we did not lump it all together the way Mr. Fedder wanted 
it, we would have had nothing. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did you handle the distribution of that piece 
of campaign literature, identified as exhibit No. 64 

Mr. Jonker. That is the piece that you just put away ? 

Mr. McDrermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxen. Back to Good Old Dixie? That was handled through 
Mr. Simmons and the colored workers I believe in Baltimore, perhaps 
in other parts of the State. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was one of these other colored leaders that you 
dealt with in this connection Marse Calloway, of Baltimore 4 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. He was introduced to me by Mr. Simmons. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was he active in the distribution of this piece 
of literature ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not know how tt was distributed ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, for instance, I know that in the Republican city 
ot Baltimore, there are perhaps S or LO colored leaders. They had 
some of them, I suppose. 

Mr. McDrermorr. In your discussion with the artist who did the art 
work on this thing? Did you tell him not to show the Butler cam 
paign committee, or Mr. Mundy’s name as authorizer / 

Mr. Jonker. Certainly I told him not to. The thing was supposed 
to be set up, authorized, and distributed by another agency. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the way it was supposed to be done. It 
was not done that way. 

Mr. Jonx1 L. You asked me about the lay out. At the time of the 
lay-out I told them the way I knew it was designed to be done. It was 
supposed to go out that way. That is all that I could tell them that 
way. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, we are ready to move now into 
another phase of this thing. Do the members have any question to 
ask ? 

Senator Monroney. Since we are not permitted to sit this afternoon, 
the committee will stand in recess until 10 o'clock, Tuesday morning. 

(Thereupon, at 11:45 a. m.j the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
on Tuesday, March 6, 1951, at 10 a.m.) 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 6, 1951 
Un rrep STATES SENATE, 


SuURCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON RuLES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 


The subcommitte met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:15 a. m., in 
ie caucus room, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Mon- 


(presiding), Hennings, Smith of 


roney, presiding. 
Present: Senators Monroney 
Maine, and Hendrickson. 
Also present: Grace EK. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward 
A. McDermott, chief counsel; and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 


Senator Monroney. The hearing will come to order. 

Before we start, I have an announcement to make. 
Some week or so ago we received a letter from Miss Jean Kerr of 
Senator McCarthy’s office, advising us that she had noticed in the 
paper where she was listed as one of the anticipated witnesses. She 
I mean to have the committee come 


it that time offered to appear 

o her home to question her or to submit a deposition, but stated that 

because of her physical condition she was unable to come down to the 
ipitol and testify in the regular order of the hearing, and wished to 


e advised of the committee’s wishes. 
We wrote her and stated that all witnesses were, of course, wel 
ome to come but that we did not want to impinge on anyone’s:health, 

ind that the statement of her position would be considered adequate 


for being excused for the time being. 
We have such a letter today, which I would like to read into the 
It is dated March 1, 1951, and is addressed to myself. 


record, 
Miss Jean Kerr. 
Deak Senator Monroney: This patient sustained an injury on December 7 
X-rays revealed a fracture of the neck of the right femur (right hip) in 
a Smith-Peterson 
time and 


Ki 

150, 

or She was operated upon on December 9 and 

was X-rays have been taken periodically since that 

y reveal no evidence of any union. As a rule cases of this nature take any- 
hip may 


position, 
rhe patient’s activities have been restricted and I have cautioned her about 


Dp 
inserted. 


e from 8 to 6 months to heal. 
Any additional strain on her right 
on what 


iiking too much on crutches. 
result in some permanent disability of her hip. 
\s to when she will be allowed full weight bearing will depend 
ture X-rays will reveal. All X-rays on her case are available in my office 
‘iiss Kerr desires anyone to see them. 
Very truly yours, 
J. 8S. NEvIASER, M. D. 
When the committee recessed last week we had Mr. Jon Jonkel, 


inpaign manager for Senator Butler, here, who was being cross 
245 


examined by counsel. 
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The record will show that Mr. Jonkel was sworn when he first 2; 
peared, and that a quorum of the committee is still present. 


All right, Mr. McDermott. 


TESTIMONY OF JON M. JONKEL—Resumed 


Mr. McDernorr. Mr. Jonkel, in your earlier testimony you told 
us that during your period in Baltimore when you served as campaig 
manager for Senator John Marshall Butler that you received a 
salary of $1,250. You also indicated to us in sear earlier testimo 
that you received no other payment from any other sources in Con 
nection with your services to the John Marsh: all Butler « “unpalgn : 
that correct ? 

Mr. Jonker. No other payment, no payment other than expens: 
money. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Now, you indicated also that you maintained an account with the 
First National Bank in Baltimore, and that during the time about 
which you have testified that you spent in Baltimore, you made certai 
deposits to that person: al account, is that correct / 

Mr. Jonken. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated that there were deposits made to 
that account in addition to the salary and expense checks that you 
received from the John Marshall Butler e ampaign, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with your services in the John Mar 
shall Butler campaign, at any time did you have occasion to borrow 
funds personally / 

Mr. Jonken. Yes; I borrowed some money. 

Mr. McDermorr. From whom was that loan made / 

Mr. Jonxen. I borrowed some money from Mrs. Peter Miller. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much was that ? 

Mr. Jonxet. It was for $1,500. 

Mr. McDermorr. And about approximately when was that. loan 
negotiated ? 

Mr. Jonker. I do not remember. It was sometime in the middle 
of the campaign, the middle of the time that T was in Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. So while you were in Baltimore and serving as 
campaign manager for John Marshall Butler you borrowed $1, 500 
from Ruth MeCormick Miller. Was that loan represented by a note 

Mr. Jonker. No; it was not. She knew I would pay it back. 
knew she knew that I would pay it back, and we didn’t have a note. 
just canceled checks. 
~ Mr. McDermott. I see. So she advanced the $1,500 to you without 
taking a note in return, is that right é 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, she did. She knew that I was—I mean $1,250 
would not maintain an office, would not maintain two homes, would 
not pay mea salary. I wanted to stay where I was; I wanted to con- 
tinue doing it. There was not enough money to get any more money 
from the campaign. I mean our financial status did not justify me 
getting any more money, so she loaned me $1,500, 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. 

Now, during that period did you have occasion to borrow any money 
from anyone else? 
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Mr. Jonker. I really don’t remember. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Well, now, Mr. Jonkel, you certainly would re- 
member whether you borrowed money or not, would you not ? 

Mr. Jonxew. I don’t think I borrowed any big sums of money; no, 
| don’t think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. You borrowed no substantial amount of money ? 

Mr. JonKeL. I don’t think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. In addition to this $1,500? 

Mr. JonKet. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr, This $1,500 is the only loan, personal loan, that 
you se during that period ¢ 

Mr. JonKkeL. So far as I can remember; yes. 

Mr. ‘Mc Dermorr. Mr. Jonkel, I now hand you a photostat of 
check in the amount of $1,500 drawn on the Union Trust Co. of the 
District of Columbia, Washington, D. C., dated October 18, 1950, pay- 
able to the order of Jon M. Jonkel in the amount of $1.500, and drawn 
by Bazy Miller. 

Mr. JoNKEL. M: ay I ask who signed it ? 

Mr. McDrermorr. The check is signed by Bazy Miller. It has been 
identified as exhibit 38 in the record of the subcommittee, and I now 
hand it to you for identification | handing document to witness |. 

Mr. Jonxet. Is there any other signature on it? 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the check to which you referred ? 

Mr. JonkeL. It is printed—there is a printed signature of Mrs. 
Peter Miller, Bazy Miller, and it is signed “Bazy Miller.’ 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Is that the check to which you referred when you 
stated that she loaned you $1,500? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, it is. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the date of that check? 

Mr. Jonker. October 18 or 15, I ean’t read it—18th. 

Mr. McDerermorr. What is the endorsement on the check ? 

Mr. Jone. “For deposit, Jon M. Jonkel, First National Bank.” 

Mr. McDermorr. And you deposited that check to your account 
in the First National Bank in Baltimore: is that correct / 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, I did, and it is so indicated here that they have 
a deposit receipt. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I now introduce into the record 
this subcommittee exhibit No. 38 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit 38” and will 
be found in the files of the subeommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, that is the only advance of funds that you 
received ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what relation this 
check has to the investigation we are pursuing? Does counsel intend 
to tie it into something? I cannot see where it has any relationship 
to our inquiry. If you will let us know what your purpose is, I will 
not make any objection. 

Mr. McDermorr. Senator Hendrickson, we are endeavoring to trace 
these funds that were deposited to Mr. Jonkel’s account, and from 
which the disbursements, substantial disbursements, were made dur- 
ing the period. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, you are endeavoring to. Are you 
going to do it through this check ? 

Mr. McDermorr. I hope to be able to do it through later testimony. 
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Senator Henprickson. All right, if you can do it. I am getting ; 
little fed up on these fishing expeditions. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in addition to this check, and in addition 
to the other checks that have been introduced into the records of t) 
subcommittee, representing funds advanced to the John Marsh 
Butler campaign by Mrs. Miller, did you receive any other fun: 
from Mrs. Miller during the period that you acted as campaig 
manager for John Marshall Butler ¢ 

Mr. Jonxew. I don’t believe so. You mean for myself, my ow 
personal funds? 

Mr. McDermorr. For any purpose whatsoever. 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, Mrs. Miller made contributions to the campaig 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

I now hand you a photocopy of a draft which has been marked 
“Exhibit 39,” which is drawn on the Continental Illinois Nationa 
Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago, dated September 11, 1950, “Pay to thi 
order of Jon M. Jonkel” the amount of $2,000, and signed by Baz) 
Miller. I hand you this check and ask you to identify it. [Handing 
document to witness. | 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes; I mean, I don’t know—I am identifying that it 
is a check that I received and deposited; yes 

Mr. McDermorr. What can you tell us ‘about that check? 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, among other things, I can tell you that it is 
dated September 11, which would put it in the primary campaign. 
You see, our primary was September 17. 

On the back I marked it “For deposit, First National Bank of 
Baltimore campaign expenses.” I mean it was obviously a 
contribution. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yet it was made payable to you personally. 

Mr. JonxeL. Well, as I indicated in previous testimony, there were 
many checks that were made payable to me personally—not many— 
but there were several. We have been through that before. 

I received money that was paid out to my name in some instances; 
I cashed the contribution in some instances, and in some instances 
[ paid directly. I paid bills with the money 

You remember, we have had all of that, much of Mr. Fedder’s 
testimony had to do with my payment of such checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, you state that you—— 

Mr. Jonxet. May I interrupt you a moment, please, Mr. 
McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermort. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxev. This is indicated as a campaign contribution. It is 
marked “Campaign expenses.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Al] right. 

Now, you deposited that check, however, to your personal account, 
did you not ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, I did; service cashing. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. What became of those funds? 

Mr. JonKex. I disbursed them. I mean, either I got the money in 
cash or else I paid something. That was again, I point out that that 
was, during the primary camp: —_ I haven't gone into what I[ have 
done in the primary campaign. I didn’t know “that this i inquiry was 
going into that. 


f 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did you report that contribution to Mr. Mundy? 
Mr. Jonxe. May I put this in the record? If the presentation of 
this check in any way contradicts anything that I have said previously, 
[am sorry. I have confined any of my remarks, any of my thinking, 
to the general election. This was during the primary election, so if 
this was a contradiction, | would like it in the record that I did not 
know we were discussing both of the campaigns, because we had 
eparate financing; we h: id separate—— 

Mr. McDermorr. In my question, however, Mr. Jonkel, I referred 
to contributions that you received during any time of the activity. 

Mr. Jonker. I beg your pardon, 

Senator Monroney. I think it is very easy to not understand as to 
herd there was a distinction being made, and the record will 

iow that this is the primary campaign. 

“Mr. JonKeL. I presume that | did—to re “ally answer your question— 
presume that I did report it to Mr. Mundy. I would have no reason 
for not doing so, especially when we indicated on the check that it was 
a contribution. 

Mr. McDermorr. You presume you reported it to him. Do you 
know how those funds were disbursed ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I believe that is very close to the primary election 
itself, which was on the 17th; I imagine that some of the money— 
that went into the Baltimore Republican City Committee ward work- 
ers. It may have been some cash and it may have been used for any- 
thing, I really don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. So the draft which has been marked as “Exhibit 
39” then represents an additional $2,000 contribution by Ruth MeCor- 
mick Miller or Bazy Miller to the campaign of John Marshall Butler ? 

Mr. Jonxen. You are asking me if it is an additional contribution. 

don’t know, Mr. McDermott, what she has reported or what she 
hasn’t. Idon’t know. As far as we here are concerned, it is something 
we have not discussed before, and in that sense it is an additional 
contribution. 

Mr. McDermorr. It is a contribution to his campaign ? 

Mr. Jonxen. It is a contribution, so marked on the back of the 
cheek. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I now introduce into the records 
of the subcommittee exhibit No. 39. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 39,” 
and will be found in the filed of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you certain, Mr. Jonkel, that all of the pro- 
ceeds of this check were used in connection with the primary cam- 
paign ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I am positive. As a matter of fact, I believe my ac- 
countant will find that I put some of my personal money perhaps, 
maybe $3 here or $4 there, into the campaign. I was very intent on 
getting the campaign over with. We were very intent on moving. We 
could not move without paving money. 

As a matter of fact, I even offered to sign a note for Mr. Fedder if 
he would deliver the materials to us so that we could get moving and 
that we had the same pressure throughout the campaign. Testimony 
has already brought that out. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it your practice, Mr. Jonkel, to commingle 
campaign funds with your own personal account ? 
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Mr. Jonxet. No, it was not. It is not a very good practice for 
anybody to commingle funds. Undoubtedly I deposited that check 
I may have even sent a girl downstairs to cash it, 1 don’t know. The 
check is on a Chicago bank, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Mr. Jonxen. That would be further justification for me putting it 
through my bank, which was a Baltimore bank, so that 1 could cash 
it as soon as possible to pay off the people we had to pay. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall doing that with any other checks? 

Mr. Jonxen. I may have, I really don’t know. If for instance some- 
body told me they would not cash a check for out-of-town banks—I 
have deposited a check if it was made out in my name, as this one 
was—I may have deposited a check and given a local—my own check 
on a local bank in order to facilitate payment of something. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel, I now hold in my hand a photocopy 
of a draft which has been identified as exhibit No. 40, which is a check 
drawn on the Bank of Manhattan Co., 40 Wall Street, New York, 
dated November 2, 1950, in the amount of $500 payable to the order of 
Jon Jonkel and drawn by J. D. Coleman. I now hand you this check 
and ask if you can identify it. [Handing document to witness. | 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, that check was cashed; that check was cashed- 
I mean, I recognize the check. The check was cashed in the Lord 
Baltimore Hotel. There is a cash endorsement on the back; I prob- 
ably sent it down by one of the girls and had it cashed. Mr, Coleman 
is one of the men I added to the list, or whose name I did not see on 
the previous list, Mr. Mundy’s list. That is the Mr. Coleman from, 
I believe he was from Virginia or Georgia, ‘This would be part of 
his contribution, total contribution of $1,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the endorsement on that check, Mr. 
Jonkel ? 

Mr. Jonxen. “Jon Jonkel, suite 438, Lord Baltimore Hotel, cash.” 

Mr. McDermorr. What is there on the face of that check or in the 
indorsement that identifies it as a contribution to the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. There is nothing. I mean, on the face of the check 
there is, as they do in hotels when they cash something, they stamp 
what the check was to be used for. It was not used for a bill or 
services. It was cashed to pay cash. It is checked at “Cash.” There 
is nothing to indicate that it was a contribution except the fact that 
it has been reported as part of a total contribution of $1,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that the cheek which has been 
identified as “Exhibit No. 40” is part of the $1,000 contribution that 
Mr. J. D. Coleman, to which you refer in your letter of November 26, 
addressed to Mr. Mundy, made, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Will you repeat it? If you mean did I identify this 
check in my letter to Mr. Mundy as part of the contribution, no, I did 
not. I said that to the best of my ee 2! 1 remember Mr. Coleman 
making a total contribution of $1,000, I did not say at that time that 
it was in one check or that it was in cash or that it was in anything. 
I just remember $1,000. That was to the ‘best of my ability to 
remember. 

This is a check of $500. It was cashed at the bank—I mean, it was 
cashed at the hotel. It was marked “Cash.” 

Mr. Coleman, I am sure, does not hesitate having it brought into 
the report. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Can you tell us whether that check was deposited 
to your personal account at the First National Bank ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Well, Mr. McDermott, this check was cashed at the 
hotel. It isso indicated on the back. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right, then what became of the proceeds of 
that check? For what purpose were they used ? 

Mr. Jonken. Well, as indicated in previous testimony, that Was 
used to pay for radio time, to pay printing; we may have bought 
postage for it, I don’t know. That was in the last 10 days of the 
campaign. 

Mr. McDrermorr. But you have no record of the use of the funds 
represented by that chee k? 

Mr. Jonxen. I have no record, Mr. MeDermott, of the funds used 
from that check in the same Way that I have no accurate record of 
the funds used in any of the money that I reported, except that we 
have a total, we paid a total of—I don't know how many thousands 
of dollars—to Mr. Fedder, to Mr. Hawks from the advertising agency : 
we paid for postage, we paid for other kinds of printing: we paid for 
putting up posters. It may have been used for sound trucks. It may 
have been used for all or wy of the things that I indicated to Mr. 
Mundy. I agree I did not keep an accurate record of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I now introduce into the record 
of the subcommittee exhibits 39 and 40, which have been identified by 
this witness, 

Now, at the conclusion of your testimony on Friday, Mr. Jonkel, 
you referred to the services of Roscoe ( ‘onklin Simmons in connection 
with the campaign of John Marshall Butler in the State of Mary land. 
Did you also have some connection in ae capac ity as campaign 
manager with a man by the name of Marse Calloway / 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, you mean did he sn on the campaign ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: he did: he was very active. 

Mr. McDrermorr. What was his participation in the campaign ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, he seems to be, or he was introduced to me as, 
and his work in the campaign seemed to bear out the fact, that he 
was a representative, a strong leader in and among the colored Re 
publicans, 

Mr. McDermorr. Were his services paid for by the campaign com 
mittee ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. We did not pay him. We may have paid some—I 
mean, we didn’t pay for his services. Some of the things that he did, 
he set up a headquarters that was used by all of—not used by, but I 
mean that worked for all of the Republican candidates in the State. 

He had headquarters, I believe, in Baltimore; he had headquarters 
in perhaps other parts of the State to work with the colored voters. 

Did I answer your questions ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Now, in your capacity as campaign manager in connection with the 
campaign of John Marshal! Butler, did you have any connection with 
a Mr. Harry Krause ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Oh, yes: yes, of course. He sells advertising, I believe, 
or he was a reporter. He had something to do with a labor paper. 
Offhand I can’t remember the name of the labor paper except we per- 
haps spent $1,000, 8900, with him for ads in the labor paper. 
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We also paid his expenses to travel throughout the State talking to 
union leaders. If he is the same Harry Krause I think he i 18, he | 
the man who was active in labor work, unions. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that labor paper to which you refer publishe: 
in Baltimore? 

Mr. Jonkev. I don’t know if it is published in Baltimore or if 
is published in Washington, but it is distributed throughout Mar 
land. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, the campaign committee paid the expens 
of Mr. Krause in traveling through the State, you said. Did they 
pay him any other sums? 

Mr. Jonxen. If he was on our business—no; I don’t believe so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you advance any other moneys to Mr. Kraus: 
for any purpose ? ; 

Mr. Jonker. Paid Mr. Krause for ads in his paper, paid him to 
travel to different parts of the State. I believe he had a companion, 
somebody that worked with him. I don’t know what you mean by 

“other sums.” I don’t remember how much—we may have paid him 
$400 or $500 during the campaign, I don’t know what you mean 
hy ——— 

Mr. McDermorr. That is your approximation of the total sum 
that would have been paid to Mr. Krause by you for his activities? 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, but not including for the ads. 

Mr. McDermorr. No. 

Mr. Jonxen. Basically he was a salesman of ads. He was also a 
contact with the labor unions; he knew shop stewards; he knew people 
who were the head of locals all over the State, or so he told us, and in 
believing what he said, we used him in certain capacities to go and 
talk to those people. For instance, he tried to get some endorsement 
for Mr. Butler. He tried to neutralize the CLO endorsement of Sena- 
tor Tydings. He tried to get some A. F. of L. endorsement for Mr. 
Butler. He did that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you testified that exclusive of the sums ad- 
vanced to him in payment of advertising in the paper which he repre- 
sented, and in payment or reimbursement for these travel expenses, 
you estimate that the campaign committee paid him about $500; is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxe. I believe so, but I am sure it is in the books some place. 
I believe he was paid, most of the time he was paid, in cash. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you tell us that you advanced to him those 
sums to be used for any other purpose other th: a reimbursement for 
traveling or payment for advertising in the paper? 

Mr. Jonxen. I wouldn’t s: ay that. Iam afraid I don’t know exact}) 
what you mean. I don’t know—TI don’t say that he bought gasolin 
with the money that we gave him. I don’t know how much gas you 
can get for $500 or $600; I don’t know. We paid his expenses to get 
out and do some influenci ‘ing and do some work with labor unions. | 
don’t remember what they were. We accepted his word for what he 
did, and we reimbursed him for it. 

I don’t even remember the amount that we paid him, but I do know 
that some place there was a record kept of it, 1 am sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know who would have those records at 
this time? 
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Mr. Jonxen. Yes; they would either be in the cash vouchers or 
would be some place in the books kept in the office, cash expenditures, 
if they weren’t in checks. If they were in checks, there must be can- 
celed checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were the payments made to Mr. Krause made by 
Mr. Pat Mundy, the campaign treasurer, or were they made by you 4 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t know if there were any payments made—I 
beliéve there were. We had a series of perhaps five or six newspaper 
uls. I believe some of them were made by Mr. Krause and some of 
them—Mr. Krause is about as persistent as Mr. Fedder, and some of 
hem were undoubtedly made in the office. 1, however, don’t remember 
ever endorsing a check to Mr. Krause. We either paid him in cash or 
[am pretty sure he got a check from Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel, you are familiar with the piece of 
tabloid literature entitled “From the Record,” which has previously 
been introduced as an exhibit in the record of this subcommittee 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes; Iam. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you tell this subcommittee by whom this 
tabloid entitled “From the Record” was suggested as a piece of cam- 
paign literature ? 

Mr. JonKeL. Well, I can’t be any more specific than to say that 
perhaps 15 people suggested that we put out a little newspaper that, 
as they said—and this I am quoting what I was told—*would print 
the truth about Senator Tydings that they felt the papers of Mary- 
land were not doing.” 

That could have been from anybody. As a matter of fact, a man 
from Texas whose name I have been trying to think of ever since this 
started, because I think it would serve as a slight diversion, he came 
in—he didn’t come all the way from Texas to see me—but when he 
was in Baltimore—this was during the primary campaign—he said 
in Texas they had successfully used it and that it was an obvious tech- 
nique. There were m: iny such newspapers used all over the countr y. 

I don’t know specifically who did decide that it should be done. 
Senator McCarthy suggested it, among other people; a lot of people 
suggested it. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right, now. <As that discussion continued, 
did you have occasion to obtain estimates in the city of Baltimore on 
the cost of printing such a tabloid 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes; I did, 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Were you obtaining estimates on a tabloid like 
exhibit No. 1 in the records of this subcominittee ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; if that is exhibit No. 1, 1 asked approximately 
you see, when you get estimates, Mr. McDermott, in printing yeu 
vet estimates on two things: On one, on money, how much will it cost 
to have it done, and then you have another very important factor 
ind perhaps it is more important in some instances, and that is how 
long will it take to get something printed, so I got delivery dates and 
| got costs, those two estimates. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many copies were you interested in at the 
time you were obtaining those estimates ? 

Mr. Jonken. Four or five hundred thousand. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you tell us from whom those estimates were 
obtained ? 
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Mr. JonKEL. No; I can’t. Probably the printers that we were work 
ing with, Mr. Wolk, maybe Mr. Fedder, I really don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. What were the amounts of those estimates th: 
you obtained on the cost of printing the tabloid, such as exhibit No. Lt 

Mr. Jonxet. I don’t really remember the actual figures, perhays 
$2,000 to $4,000 were the costs on it. The important thing on it was 
they could not give us delivery. They didn’t have large rotary 
presses. You see, if you are going to print four or five hundred thou- 

sand of anything, you want it fast, and you cannot spend a week 
with small presses doing it; we needed a large press and could not 
find it in Baltimore. In other words, we would have paid a little 
bit more to have had it done fast. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. So your estimates ran between two 
and four thousand dollars for the printing of your or five hundred 
thousand copies of the tabloid; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. That is right. But again if you have purchased very 
much printing you cannot count very much on estimates. That does 
not mean very much, as witness Mr. Fedder’s costs. Mr. Fedder’s 
costs were considerably higher after they were delivered than they 
were when we originally discussed them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you obtain costs on or estimates, rather, 
on the costs of distribution ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. I learned that we got—I thought we were 
getting two prices, I may be wrong on this, but I thought we were get- 
ting two prices. It developed later that both prices were from the 
same company. I believe Mr. Fedder is in business in two names, or 
his brother is, as the National Advertising Co. and I think there is the 
Fedder Distribution or something. We did get estimates on the cost. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall the type of distribution in which 
you were interested at the time you asked for those estimates ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. I was directed by the Young Democrats for 

sutler who, incidentally, subsidized or were supposed to have subsi- 

ized this thing, they wanted it after many discussions, with whom 
I don’t know, whatever discussion they had with me; we wound up 
that it should be hand-delivered thing, door to door in the larger 
cities, and should be sent to the rural routes and the star routes by 
United States postal service. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennings. You say whatever discussion they may have 
had w cs you, Mr. Jonkel; to whom were you referring? 

Mr. Jonxen. Mr, Freeman and Mr. Purnell and Mr. Peterson, who 
is not exactly a Young Democrat, but he is—he had a part in this. 

Senator Henninos. I see. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Did these three gentlemen have anything to 
say about the format of the tabloid ? 

Mr. Jonxe. I really don’t know, Senator. We are going at this 
a little hind-endto, in a way. 

Senator Monronry. Go ahead, I will withdraw my question. 

Mr. Jonkev. Because there was a time after the copy of the—I saw 
some of the copy and I saw some of the material which was in my 
office. I turned that over: somebody else wrote it, somebody else 
made it up. Where Mr. Freeman and Mr. Purnell fitted in into the 
actual development of the piece, I really wouldn’t know. 
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Senator Monroney. Well, the reason for my question was that you 
had obtained these estimates running between two and four thousand 
dollars, which must have been on some part of a similar format, and 
I was wondering if these conversations with the Young Democrats 
for Butler had occurred before you got the estimates and evidently the 
format of the four-page tabloid. 

Mr. Jonxen. I am sorry, I am trying to tell you so many things; 
yes, we knew from the beginning it was to be a four- page small 
tal bloid-size newspaper; yes, sir. All our discussions were based on 
that premise. 

Senator Monroney. That was before you talked with the Young 
Democrats for Butler about their cost and their subsidization of it ? 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t know. They knew it; I don’t know if we 
had decided or I had decided or in talking to printers, that that was 
a good size, paper size that would have no waste; 1 don’t know when 
that decision was made. 

Senator Monroney. Well, earlier in the testimony you had felt 
called upon, as manager and public-relations expert, to give advice 
in the preparation of anyone aie wanted to help out on ads or any 
other kind of pamphlets or other literature, and that [ was just won 
dering whether the Young Democrats for Butler had come to you 
first and asked you what type of publication would be most economical 
to put out, and what vou thought the cost would be, and various other 
things _ line with their p un . lication of the—— 

Mr. Jonker. [ think also T said that—if I did not say it here, I 
think ~ said it in 1hy oie that this project Was fairly well 
under Way. There were a lot of people who seemed to know that we 
were going to have such a thine before they actually by “they” I 
mean Mr. Peterson, Mr. Purnell, and Mr. Freeman—before they came 
into the thing, so that by the time they came in, I would Say offhand 
that they were told, “Here is a project ” the y had done other projects 
for us; they were looking for still more— “Here is a project. Do you 
want to be a part of this? Here is the way it looks now. It w ill | 
four pages. It will have such-and-such kind of material, that is it 

Does that answer your question, that by the time they came into it, 
Senator, it may have been a fairly well conceived thing insofar as 
format is concerned ¢ 

Senator MoONRONEY. They were not part of the 14 or 15 who had 
discussed it earlier ? 

Mr. Jongxen. No, sir 

Senator Monroney. Isee. That is all. 

Mr. McDrrmorr, Now, you state that in connection with your ob- 
taining estimates on the cost of production and the cost of distribu 
tion that vou did that at the direction of the Young Democrats for 
Butler. When did that conversation take place 

Mr. Jonker. T wouldn't know. Any time during the campaign; Mr. 
Purnell was in the office several times. The ‘vy were doing radio broad 

asts in Mr. Butler’s behalf. They had had some spot announcements ; 
they did a few other things. I don't know when it would have been. 

Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. MeDermorr. You cannot identify that discussion with any 
particular period of the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, perhaps t weeks, 3 weeks perhaps > weeks be 
for the election. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Three weeks before election; all right. 

Now, you state that they had handled prior projects. What pro 
ects had they handled prior to your discussion with reference to t! 
attaining of these estimates? 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, they had found speakers; I believe both Mr. ; 
Purnell and Mr. Freeman had been on television in behalf of M: 
Butler. They had done some radio spots. I remember some place 
the testimony that I heard, I believe that I heard or read somethin, 
about broadcasts that were made, about Fulton Lewis broadcasts. | 
am pretty sure that the record would show—as a matter of fact, | 
know that the record would show that in some instances those wer 
paid for by the Young Democrats. I can remember one about 1! : 
o'clock one night, a big meeting, and much excitement that the) 2 
wanted to tell everybody to listen to what Mr. Lewis had to say abou F 
Senator Tydings. They booked the time; they paid for it, to thi 
best of my knowledge. “That kind of thing they did. 

They also took care of some addressing or I think they did it—a‘ 
least we discussed it, addressing and handling of postal cards and 
other mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that all preceded any discussion betwee: 
those gentleman, Mr. Purnell, Mr. Freeman and Mr. Peterson and 
yourself, with reference to the tabloid “From the Record ¢” 

Mr. Jonxet. I wouldn’t say under oath that it all preceded it. 

No, there were some before, there were some after. I mean, we were 
working with them asa group. They were in the office a lot. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall where that conversation took place 
that you had with Mr. Freeman and Mr. Purnell and Mr. Peterson 
with reference to obtaining these estimates? Were all three of those 
men present ? 

Mr. Jonxex. I doubt it, not at any one time. Perhaps Mr. Pur 

nell was there some time; Mr. Peterson may have been there. You y 
understand, Mr. McDermott, there was 1 project out of perhaps 
32 going on. That all came across my desk, plus a lot of other things. 
I can’t recall any specific time that I talked—I must have talked to 
Mr. Peterson 50 or a hundred times in the course of the campaign. 
He would be there in the afternoon, he would be there in the evening, 
he would be there in the morning. 

Mr. Purnell, I don’t know how many times I talked to. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you are telling the subcommittee you did 
discuss with each of the three gentlemen you have named, obtaining 
the estimates of the cost of production and the cost of distribution 
of the tabloid ? 

Mr. Jonxe. I did talk to Mr. Peterson and I remember talking 
to Mr. Purnell. Whether I talked to Mr. Freeman or not, I don‘ 
know. I have talked with all of them about the projects they were 
working on. I cannot be more specific than to say that. I can’t tel! 
you exactly where and when and what we were doing. Once Mr. 
Purnell had a cup of coffee and a ham sandwich with me. We un 
doubtedly discussed the campaign. It was perhaps then that I told 
him about it. I really don’t know more than I told you; I can’t tel! 
you more than I told you. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first see a draft or a capy of the 
material that was used in the tabloid, identified as “Exhibit 1?” 

Mr. Jonxet. By copy you mean the written, the written words! ; 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. McDermorr. That is correct. 

Mr. JonKEL. Perhaps 3 weeks before the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. And who showed that to you? 

Mr. Jonken. It was brought in a manila envelope by Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. It was brought over to your oflice in Baltimore 
by Miss Jean Kerr? 

“Mr. JonKEL. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now at that time did you go over the draft 
she presented to you! 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes: L did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did she tell you who had prepared it ? 

Mr. Jonxen. No; she didn't. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you know who had pre pared it / 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t know to this d: ay who had prepared it. 

Mr. McDermorr. After going over that draft, what did you do 
with the copy# Did you approve it ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. I think she was paying n ; 
with whom else she discussed the draft. I made some changes, Ll made 
some changes on slant. I made a few changes on some of the sub 
ject matter, some of the things I took out, and I suggested one or 
two other things. I suggested basically a positive note in the thing, 
an editorial about Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you inquire of Miss Kerr whether she had 
referred the proof or the copy to Mr. Peterson and Mr. Purnell and 
Mr. Freeman ‘/ 

Mr. Jonxet. No; I did not. It was not in that stage. This was 
still in what in my business we would call the creative conference 
stage. It was—after that it goes to somevody else; somebody else 
has to do with the approval. This was not ready to be approved or 
discussed by anybody except the people who were actually doing it, 
and I don’t think that it—it has never been my intention to intimate 
m4 Mr. Purnell or Mr. Freeman wrote this. They did not write 

: they did not, so far as I know, put it together 

Mi. MecDermorr. When you referred to aul who were actually 
doing it, you mean Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Jonxet. Miss Kerr or whoever wrote the first draft: I don’t 
know to this day who wrote the first draft 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you inquire of her as to the source of the 
material used in that copy that was presented to you / 

Mr. Jonxent. I knew the source of much of it. Much of the mate- 
rial that she had with her that day, that had been written into the 
tabloid form, had come from our own office. We in turn had received 
t from a hundred people. We had people who did nothing but sit 
there and listen to people discuss what was wrong with Senator 
l'vdings’ handling of the “whitewash” hearing. We heard that all dav 
long. We had letters, we suggested speeches. We had suggested 
pamphlets. We had all kinds of material. They were all oninions. 
personal opinions, from people. We had never used them. We saved 
them. I turned over all of that stuff to Miss Kerr when this was voing 
to be written. 

Among other things—then, of course, as I said before. and this J 
think isa fairly oby ious thing to do, we had been in touch with Senatar 
McCarthy’s office because he had perh: aps the best file on the hearines 

vhich, of course, were an important campaign issue in Marvland 


ie a courtesy: I don’t know 
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Mr. McDermorr. You mean that you had accumulated in your offic 
this bulk of material from many, many scources, and that when vo 
discussed the preparation of this tabloid that you turned that materia 
over to Miss Jean Kerr, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Certainly. I so indicated in my original deposition. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was that for the purpose of her using tha 
material in the preparation of the copy for this tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. That was for the purpose of whoever was writing the 
tabloid to use, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that it was your intention and instruction that 
thev use that material in the preparation of this piece of literature / 

Mr. Jonker. Well, it was not my intention that they use it. They 
could have used that material. When we talked about the tabloid, 
research on any project takes a long time. It is a time-consuming 
thing. When we decided that there was going to be a tabloid to be 
sponsored by someone, as vet unknown, as I have also previously 
indicated, I turned over, | opened my drawer and took out all of this 
stuff and put it on the desk and said, “There may be something in here 
you can oni” 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you suggest the title for the literature “From 
the Record 7” 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t think so. 1 don’t remember who suggested the 
title. 

bows McDermorr. Al] right. Then after you went over the copy 
that w bed resented to you by Miss Jean Kerr and made certain ch: anges 
Init, what was your next contact with this project 4 

Mr. JonkeL. Well, other than perhaps an inquiry as to what stag 
it was in and if we were ever going to have it, we had better have it 
pretty soon, and perhaps some follow-through on printing or trying 
to get something on te ¢ or on distribution, which I would not 
have done personally but which I may have asked Mrs. Van Dyke 
or somebody else to do, if you mean that kind of contact, I had that 
presumably on many projects. 

The next time [ actually saw anything about the tabloid was at 
the Times-Herald when we were going over—I was in Washington 
for something. and I went over to the Times-Herald: 1 went over 
parts of the tabloid. 

Mr. Mc Dermorvr. Now. prior to that instance. had vou received a 
call from Mrs. Miller with reference to the printing of this tabloid / 

Mr. JONKEL. l think Mrs. Mi ller called mavbe once or twice HT 
week. We may have discussed the belied, I don’t know. 

Senator Henning. Mr. Chairman / 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennrnes. May I ask a question / 

Mr. Jonker. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Jonkel, vou have used a phrase “creative 
conference stage.” 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrncs. Who took part in these creative conferences? 

Mr. Jonxket. Well, in the instance I was talking about, Senator, 
Miss Kerr and myself. 

Senator Hennines. Did you have more than one creative confer- 
ence ? 
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Mr. Jonker. No; that was the only time I had had one. Now, she 
had undoubtedly h: ad one or many or several with people who wrote 
it with her or for her or whatever. 

Senator HeENNINGs. Yes. 

Mr. JONKEL. By that, that was kind of a chronologic al thi Ihe ] wis 
discussing. The thing was not ready to be presented and I don't 


know who was—— 

Senator Hennings. This was the embryonic period, the so-called 
creative conference stage, and how many such conferences were 
if you know ¢ 

Mr. JonkeL. Lhad that one with Miss Kerr. I don’t know what 

Sen: Fe Hennings. Only one insofar as you were concerned / 

Mr. JoNKEL. Yes, sir. 

Senator HENNINGs. And that comprised your conversation with 
Miss Kerr and the material, the presentation of the material, whic! 
she made to you ¢ 

Mir. Jonken. Yes, sir 

senator Hi NNINGS. Which you have cliscussed w ith her 

Mr. JonKebL. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. Is that right / 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, there was one other time, Senetor, when I gave 
her the material I had, and said. “If you are going to do this, or if 
it 1s going to be done, here are some things ths at you can use.” 
was the first time, and the second time was when [ saw it in its first 
draft form. 

Senator Hy NNINGS., Were there other conferences held after 
time you saw it in its first draft form ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. The next time—what counsel is bringing out now 
the next time IT saw it was the time when it was supposedly in finished 
draft rorba, when it was rendy to be approved by someone. 
over it roughly, ana, perhaps, within ZO minutes at the 
Herald. 

Senator Hennings. Th: vas before it went 

Mr. Jonken. Oh, ves, th as before it wa 
thing 

Senator Hennincs. All right 

Mr. Mia Dermot is Now, Mr. Jonkel. in our mnterview with 

he Fairfax Hotel on the morning of January J 
vith the subject you are how discussing > in that interview do you 
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call telling me “that the next thing I knew Mrs. Miller called me 
said she Was going to print it as a favor, but before doing so 
wanted it gone over by her attorney” ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. She probably said that. 

Mr. Mi Ly RMOTT. Well, do you rec all your telephone conversat ton 
with Mrs. Miller in whieh she stated that the ¥y were going to print 
this tabloid at the Times Llerald asa favor, and that she wanted it 
gone over by her attorney ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes. By a favor, that she was FOInYg to do it. They 
were P0ing to use big presses to vel if done in il hurry, and wanted 
it gone over by an attorney. Yes, 1 would say that she said that. 
She is a business woman. 

Mr. McDermoir. You had such a conversation w ith her? 

Mr. Jonxen. Pardon me ? 

Mr. McDermorr. You had such a conversation with her? 


85670 D1 18 
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Mr. Jonkev. She is the editor of the paper; she is a business wom- 
an. She is a woman who knows what she is doing. I must have had 
that kind of conversation with her sooner or later in the course of the 
whole thing. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, had you obtained an estimate of 
production costs from the ‘Times-Herald at the time you were obtain- 
ing estimates in Baltimore also? 

Mr. Jonxen. I didn’t get an estimate from the Times-Herald until 
I found out that I could not get it printed fast enough any place in 
Baltimore that we had access to. 

Mr. McDermorr. ‘Then did you get an estimate from the Times- 
Herald? 

Mr. Jonkex. Yes, I cid. 

Mr. MceDermorr. What was the amount of that estimate? 

Mr. Jonxex. I don’t remember the dollars-and-cents estimate. The 
time estimate was the important thing in that instance. The time 
estimate was one night, one morning, as fast as we needed it. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did the amount of that estimate compare 
with the amount of the other estimates? 

Mr. Jonxen. I think it was less, but I would not want to say. There 
may have been—imaybe somebody else had less, had estimated less cost, 
but the time would not have been the same, I don’t remember.’ The 
time was almost the most important thing here. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Now, at this conference with Miss Kerr when you went over the 
copy in the first instance, on that occasion did you look at photographs 
that were intended to be used in the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. There were no photographs; there was typewritten 
copy. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. 

Mr. Jonkxet. The next time I saw it, incidentally, there were type- 
written copies, no photographs or cut lines; cut lines, that is the desig- 
nation of the picture that runs under the picture. 

Senator Monroney. You say there were no cut lines ? 

Mr. Jonxet. There were no cut lines. 

Senator Monroney. It was straight printed, strictly straight printed 
matter at the time you saw it # 

Mr. Jonxet. That is right, because there were no pictures, and so 
we had no designation for the pictures. 

Mr. McDermorr. After this telephone conversation with Mrs. 
Miller, in which she indicated she wanted this material gone over by 
her ey did you come over to Washington for that purpose ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; I didn’t come over for that purpose, because I 
would hs ive no—-I mean I am not an attorney. I was in Washington, 
and when I went to the Times-Herald they were going over it. I 
came in on a meeting when they were going—when people were there 
looking at what, I presume, or what I assumed was, something to 
approve it. I don’t know what they were doing; they were reading it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you recognize it as the copy which you had 
previously considered with Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Jonxen. She showed it to me; they identified it. “Here is 
where the thing is now: here is where we stand as of now.’ 

Mr. McDermorr. Who was present at that meeting? 
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Mr. Jonxet. Frank Smith was there, Mrs. Miller was there, Perry 
Patterson was there. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Mr. Patterson was an attorney for the Times- 
Herald ? 

Mr. JonxkeL. He was an attorney, and he was the one who led me 
because he was there, his presence led me to believe that they were 
approving it by an attorney. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Now, did he make any inquiry of VOU as to the source of the mate 
rial th . comprised this copy 4 

Mr. JONKEL. No. He would have no occaslon to do that, Mr. 
Me Peetanth because he knew my part nae the part of my ollice im it 
was a relatively small part. He would have no occasion to ask me. 
I didn’t bring it to him and say, “Here is something we wrote. Is 
this all right?” 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

During that conference was there any discussion as to the source 
of the material as re prese nted by the ¢ oOpy ‘ 4 

Mr. Jonxeu. Not the part of the conference that I saw. I was 
there for, perhaps, 10 or 15 minutes. Tread very hastily most of the 
copy, and proceeded On my Way. | had other { hings to do. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was at a meeting in Mrs. Miller’s office at 
‘Times-Herald ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. In Mrs. Miller’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, on the occasion of that review of the cops 
did you have oceasion to consider the photographs that were to be 
used in the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. There again it was in copy form; there were no photo 
graphs, no cut lines. The title, I remember by then. had been Set $ I 
don’t know who set it. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you say it was in copy form, do you mean 
it was typed up ona typewriter on yellow paper or something of that 
kind ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Well, yellow paper or white paper—I think they use a 
vray paper; I don’t remember the color. 

Mr. McDermorr. It was typewritten as distinguished from a 
printer’s proof / 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; it was not a printer’s proof; it was not typeset ; 
it was typewritten. 

Mr. McDerermorr. At that conference when a copy was being con 
sidered in Mrs. Miller’s office at the Times-Herald, were there any 
representatives of the Young Democrats for Butler present ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t believe they saw it until later. Now, I don’t 
know. AsIsay, I came in in the middle of the thing, and I left before 
it was over, I believe. At least we stopped talking about it. 

Mr. Mc DERMOT r. Were Mr. Peterson, Mr. Purnell, or Mr. Freeman, 
or any other officers or members of the Young Democrats for Butler 
present while you were there ‘ 

Mr. Jonxet. No: not while I was there. 

Mr. McDermorrt. At that conference was the cOpy finally approved ¢ 

Mr. Jonkxen. I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not know ? 

Mr. Jonke,. No. It was not my function to approve it or disap- 
prove it. It was not my project, and it was not a project out of my 
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headquarters. I don’t know whether it was approved or disapproved 
then. I saw it, maybe made one or two suggestions about it, and that 
was all. I don’t even remember what they were. They could not 
have been very important. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you subsequently advised that it had been 
printed and was available / 

Mr. Jonken. The next thing that—even my next thinking about it 
had to do with was it going to be printed; was it going to be sponsored 
by the Young Democrats. If it was not going to be sponsored by the 
Young Democrats, and if it was going to be used, it had to be sched- 
uled, so I wanted to know the status of the thing. I probably asked 
somebody about that. I may have asked three or four people. 

I was told later on that Mr. Purnell and Mr. Freeman had been 
there—I won't even say that: I was told later on that Mr. Purnell and 
Mr. Freeman authorized the use of the Young Democrats to sponsor 
the thing. Now, whether they went and looked at it, whether they 
saw it, that I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you mean to indicate in that answer that at 
the time you looked at the proot at the Times-Herald there was still 
some question as to who sponsored it ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. I beg your pardon. I did not look at a proof; I have 
never seen a proof. 

Mr. McDermorr. Copy rather. At that time was there still some 
question as to who was going to sponsor this piece of literature ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. There is a question on anything. Mr. MeDermott; not 
until it is completely set. We could not use such a thing. I could 
not have it used if it went out anonymously. It has to have some- 
body’s name on it. There is a question that anvthing is ever going 
to be done until it is actually in process of being done. 

Mr. McDermorr. Whose name ordinarily did you use on your cam- 
paign literature? 

Mr. Jonker. We would ordinarily—if you mean by that anything 
that we were handling from step to stern, we would use the name of 
the Butler for Senator, John Marshall Butler campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. You said somebody's name had to appear. How 
lid you determine whose name did appear 4 

Mr. Jonker. I will put it another way around. No piece of litera- 
ture can be distributed in Maryland, and perhaps in other States— 
no piece of literature can be distributed—without being identified by 
somebody. 

Mr. McDermorr. How is that somebody determined¢ Do you just 
pick a name out of the air? 

Mr. JoNKEL. If you pick a name out of the air you have to go and 
find the man and then ask him to authorize the use of his name. An 
easier W: iv to do it is to find somebody who wants to do something 
on a c campaign ; sometimes they bring the project In, and sometimes 
vou say, “Here is something that has been suggested.” 

' Mr. Vic Drermorr. According to your interpretation of the law then 
that person need have nothing to do with the preparation or distri 
bution “wd that literature? 

Mr. Jonker. I am sorry, I missed the important words. Someone 
coughed. 
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Mr. McDerrmorr. Under your interpretation of that statute you 
mean that the person whose name you select need have nothing to 
do agg the preparation or distribution of the literature ? 

Mr. Jonkext. | wouldn't know that. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Now, who determined that 500,000 copies of this tabloid, From the 
Record, were to be printed ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Perhaps my office asked Mr. Fedder how many homes 
were in the St: te, and he tol 1 us. he or some ‘body else told us; peop le, 
whose business it was, told us what a blanket of the State would be 
in terms of quantity. Somebody told us, and we cut it down, | re 
member that. It was cut down from seven or eight hundred thou 
sand—it was cut down—to four or five hundred thousand. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, who did that cutting down? Did you make 
that decision ? 

Mr. Jonxent. Probably. 

Mr. MeDermorr. What quantity did you ordinarily use on the 
printing of other campaign literature / 

Mr. JONKEL. 300.000, 400.000. I think we used 400.000 postal ecards. 
maybe more, I don’t know really; and again I am only talking in 
terms of the general election. We used a lot of other postal cards, and 
a lot of other things in the primary. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you order the printing of more copies of the 
tabloid, From the Record, than you did other pieces of campaign 
literature ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. Any estimate on printing of such a thing, if it was 
going to be de live red into homes. would be based on the figures vive n 
to us by the distr ibuting company, which was Mr. Fedder. Mr. Fed- 
der undoubtedly said, “There are so many homes in X cities. We 
will handle the distribution of it.” So any estimate was based on what 
the distributor told us. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make arrangements with Mr. Fedder for 
the ultimate distribution of this tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I believe I told him arrangements—I don’t know. If 
you mean by this would I say that in the middle of a lot of other things 
that Fedder came in and stopped asking for money, and then said, 

“What do we do about the tabloid?” and I would say, “I think that 
we should go to the cities with it.” I believe I told him that it should 
go to Cumberland; I spotted it throughout the State, and to have 
door-to-door delivery in Baltimore. Incidentally, it never reached 
most of those cities. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know when the printing of the tabloid 
was completed ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No. Perhaps it was a week or 10 days before the elec- 
tion: I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. But your recollection is that the tabloid was 
printed and ready for distribution about 10 days before the election 
on November 7? 

Do you know when distribution of the tabloid was commenced ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No: I don’t, because again—I would like to emphasize 
that this was not a project that was under the finger of our head 
quarters. I don’t know. I don’t even know the date, the exact date— 
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it may have been ¢ days before the election, it may have been 5 days 
before the election, that I saw for the first time a printed tabloid. 

Mr. Butler came into the office that day from a tour, and he saw 
for the first time the tabloid. 

[ called Mr. Fedder’s office; I don’t remember whether I talked to 
him or I talked to somebody else to see what distribution had been 
carried out. Iwas told then that 45 percent of the State had already— 
45 percent of what we had to go into the Stat ad already been 
distributed, period. That is all I know about it. 

Mr. McDernorr. In his testimony, Mr. Fedder said that he was 
called by Mrs. Van Dyke and instructed by her to go to the loading 
dock of the Times-Herald and pick up this literature, and that he 
was given a letter from Mrs. Van Dyke or from John Marshall Butler’s 
campaign headquarters to the Times-Herald authorizing delivery of 
the material to hin. 

Did you have any connection with the writing of that letter, or are 
you familiar with th: at transaction ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t know, but I sure wish I did, because that would 
appear to be one of the well-organized things that I did at the time. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you have no recollection of doing that? 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t remember. I may have; maybe Mrs. Van Dyke 
did; I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, at any time in your discussions with various 
people with reference to the preparation, printing, the distribution 
of this tabloid, whether that be in your creative ‘conferences oe 
Jean Kerr or whether it be at the meeting in Mrs. Miller’s office a 
the Times-Herald when Mr. Patterson was present, did you at any 
time see the photographs that were ultimately used in the tabloid as 
it was printed ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. Not that I remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have no recollection of seeing any of those 

photographs before the printed material was available to you? 

Mr. Jonxet. I don’t believe so. We saw some—I did see some—of 
the cartoons, because, as a matter of fact, I think I wired maybe 50, 
60 papers throughout the country, asking for their editorial com- 
ments and their cartoons on the Tydings’ hearings, so I saw some of 
the cartoons. 

Mr. McDermorr. You turned over this bulk of the material to Jean 
Kerr and told her that she might be able to use that in the preparation 
of this copy? Did you make available to her at any time any 
photographs ? 

Mr. Jonker. I may have, I don’t remember. I don’t think so, be- 

cause I don’t remember us having, like, for instance, Remington or 
Lattimore or anything like that. I don’t remember us having any 
photographs like that. I don’t know why we would have them. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, you state that your familiarity re identity 
with the tabloid which has been identified as exhibit No. 1 is, as you 
have indicated in your testimony this morning. 

Now, is there anything that you had to do with the production of 
this piece of literature that you have not told us? 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t think so, Mr. McDermott. 

Senator Monroney. Will you excuse me a minute? When you 
wired these newspapers for cartoon material and editorial comment, 
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was that in connection with this From the Record or the general 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. No; that was in terms of the general campaign, Sena- 
tor. That was pretty early after we had the nomination. We put out 
a—Senator T ydings through an advertising agency or sumaabiale else 
that was trying to do something for him at the time thought it would 
be fine if they stated in very bold type that Senator Tydings had put 
Maryland on the political map. Well, it was rather obvious then to 
get some of the things that indicated in what fashion he had put 
Maryland on the political map, so I sent wires; we got cartoons, and 
we later put out a paper, You Sure Did, Senator, and there were 
political cartoons. We used literally dozens of them that were solicited 
all over the country. 

Senator Monronrey. Was any of this material given to Miss Kerr 
in your creative conference ¢ 

Mr. JonKeEL. Well, it may have been and it may not have been. 
don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Jonkel, in your letter of February 26, 
addressed to Mr. Mundy, in which you list $27,100 as contributions 
that were received by you that do not appear in Mr. Mundy’s sworn 
report, you indicated that the sums listed were the sums received by 
you to the best of your recollection, is that correct ? 

Mr. JonKen. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a photo copy of a check which 
has been previously identified as e xhibit No. 11 in the record of this 
subcommittee, which is a check in the amount of $500 drawn on the 
Manufacturers Trust Co. of New York, payable to the John M. Butler 
Campaign Cominittee, in the amount of $500, dated November 1, and 
signed by Alfred Kohlberg. 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does that check bear your endorsement ? 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes; it does. 

Mr. McDermott. Now, since that check does not appear in Mr. 
Mundy’s report and it does not appear in your letter of February 26, 
is that an additional contribution which you received to the campaign 
fund ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. This check appeared—I beg your pardon, but I be- 
lieve this check appeared in Mr. Mundy’s report. It is a $500 con- 
tribution from Mr. Kohlberg. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember approximately when it was 
received ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. November 1, it is marked on there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember whether you received it in the 
mail or was it delivered by one of the persons you identified in your 
testimony ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t remember. I saw Mr. Kolhlberg’s name on 
Mr. Mundy’s report, and I assumed that that was it. I do remember 
getting the check and I remember endorsing it. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Jonkel, you wired a number of newspapers, 
I believe you have suggested, asking for cartoons and editorial com- 
ments? 
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Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Do you know how many of them responded 
by sending you something ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. A great many of them. I don’t remember offhand, 
but a great many of them did. 

Senator Henninas. Do you have any idea as to how many? 

Mr. Jonxen. I would say maybe 70 percent of the ones that we sent 
out. There may have been 50. 

Senator HENNINGs. Some fifty-odd ¢ 

Mr. Jonxent. Well, perhaps there were not 50. I know that. it 
seemed like a lot. : 

Senator Hennines. Well, perhaps 30 or 40 / 

Mr. Jonket. Yes. They were all over the country. 

Senator Hrennines. I do not mean to pin you down as to the pre- 
cise number, you understand. 

Mr. Jonxen. They were all over the country and I meet say 60 
percent responded with something, either an editorial or a cartoon 
about it. 

Senator Hennines. When you got from them the editorials 
cartoons or both, what did you do with those things ¢ 

Mr. Jonxent. I put them in the form of a little pamphlet. I took 
some of them and put them in the form of a little pamphlet. We 
used some of the editorials in reprints. 

Senator Hennes. By “this pamphlet,” you are referring to the 
one bearing the legend, “You Sure Did, Senator” ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes, sir. I may have used them in one or two other 
Cases, 

Senator Hennines. Did you receive any of them From the Record / 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, I did not, Senator. Somebody else may have. 

Senator HenninGs. Did you hand any of them to anyone who was 
preparing to print From the Record / 

Mr. Jonkxen. I may have. 

Senator Hennines. Do you know whether you did or whether you 
did not. 

Mr. Jonxet. No, sir, I do not. I turned over a lot of material to 
Miss Kerr. 

Senator Hennines. Well, if you did, you don’t recall turning any 
of them over to anyone specifically, nor do you recall turning any 
editorial comments or cartoons over to any specific person / 

Mr. Jonxen. If 1 did turn it over, I assume, Senator, that I turned 
it over to Miss Kerr because she was acting as a contact. 

Senator Henninos. If you did? 

Mr. Jonxen. If I did. 

Senator Hennines. But you have not recollection of any specific 
eclitorials or cartoons that you turned over to Miss Kerr or to anyone 
else / 

Mr. Jonxen. No, I do not, because I imagine I even told the girls 
in the office to find anything we had and to give it all to Miss Kerr. 
if we had the cartoons there I presume that she got them. I don't 
know. 

Senator Hennines. What I am trying to get at. Mr. Jonkel, is, as 
I gather it, you exercised no editorial judgment as to which of the 
cartoons or editorials might be most appropriate and most effective 
for your purposes, is that right 
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Mr. Jonxen. In the things I did, yes, what I did, Senator, I chose 
the cartoons that were there in this piec e partly on a geographical 
basis. They are from Charleston, S. C.; El Paso, Tex.; San Francisco, 
Calif.: and New York, N. Y. s 

Senator Henninas. Yes. Well, now, confining ourselves for the 
moment, if we may, to the publication From the Record, do you recall] 

exercising any discretion or editorial judgme nt as to any of the car 
toons or articles appearing in this publication / 

Mr. Jonxen. I did not. I mean, I know that I had nothing to do 
with what went into that. 

Senator Hennings. You had nothing whatsoever to do with any- 
(hing that went into this publication From the Record ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. That is right, other than giving a lot of miscellaneous 
information and data and things like that, to the people that were 
writing them. 

Senator Henninas. Now, by “miscellaneous data,” you mean things 
that came into the office, I believe you have told us. 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. 

Senator Hennings. But vou did no independent research ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I personally; no. 

Senator Henninos. As to any of the material appearing in here? 

Mr. Jonxent. No, sit 

Senator HenninGs. And you wrote none of it yourself / 

Mr. Jonxex. I don’t believe so: no, sir. The reason I hesitate, 
Senator, is that if there is a reprint in there, if there is a reprint of 
something from — paper, | may have written that and it would 
have been reprinted, but I did not write anything on an assignment 
basis for the tabloid in any way. 

Senator Hennings. Did you edit anything that went into the tab 
loid ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I saw the first draft from Miss Kerr and I saw it 
again at the office of the Times-Herald. Those are the two times I 
saw it. Now, if vou call that editing it, then I did. but I did not write 
anything for it. I may have looked it over and suggested several] 
words be deleted. That is about all. 

Senator HENNiNGs. Do you know whether this From the Record 
was shown to the Young Democrats for Butler, or any of them, before 
it was distributed / 

Mr. Jonken. Either Mrs. VanDyke—— 

Senator Hennings. In its final form, I mean, Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. JONKI L. Yes, either Mrs. VanDyke or i; one ot 1 IS, maybe I 
asked her to do it, and maybe I did it myself, asked them if they were 
satistied, if it was what they wanted and if it was all right and could 
we have it printed and could it be distributed. And would the ‘V give 
the printing orders—well, L probably would give the printing aoe, 
[ did most of the printing orders, but should we go ahead with 1 
Somebody asked them before it was actually printed. 

Senator Hennines. What I was trying to get at is whether or not 
the proof or the finished publication was handed to one or to a number 
of the three whose names appeared here as the sponsoring group from 
the Young Democrats for Butler. 

Mr. Jonken. As I say—— 
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Senator Hennineos. And at that time were any of them or all o| 
them asked to proof it. Do you know whether or not that happened, 
of your own knowledge ¢ 

Mr. JonxenL. No, sir. All I know is that they said “a would 
approve it, thus indicating in a way that they had seen it, I did no 
know they had seen it, I did not see them see it, I did not know who saw 
it, all I know is that they said ves, sir, to go ahead with it. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Monronry. You had authority from Mr. Butler to put oui 
in his name the general literature, didn’t you, like this, You Sure Did 
Senator, and others ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, I did. 

Senator Monroney. You were not required to show that to My. 
Butler before it went out / 

Mr. Jonxet. I am almost positive, sir, that Mr. Butler saw most 
of the things that went out over our own name. 

Senator Monroney. He did? 

Mr. Jonket. We discussed beforehand, we discussed how much 
would cost, in most instances, what it would be used for, what we were 
doing with it, and either he saw it or someone in his office saw it, any 
speech or release, we cleared that stuff either through Mr. Butler or 
someone in his oflice who was an attorney. 

To begin with, I would like to emphasize the things we actually did 
in our office, those things he saw. That we did not do in our office. 

Senator Henprickson. Counsel has just had the witness identify a 
check, or he had him identify it just before the examination by the 
Senator from Missouri. What check was that, may I ask, counsel ? 

Mr. McDermorr. That last check, Senator, was—— 

Mr. Jonker. No; it is not that one, it isa small one. 

Mr. McDermort. It was a check for $500 from Coleman—— 

Mr. JonkeL. No; it was from Kohlberg. 

Mr. WitutaMs. No; it was a small miniature check. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Oh, yes. That is exhibit No. 11, Senator. 

Senator Henprickson. Can counsel tell the e omumattiee whether that 
check was reported by Mr. Mundy in his accounts ? 

Mr. McDermorr. To the best of my information, Senator, it does 
not appear in Mr. Mundy’s reports. 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, if there is a $500 contribution—there is a $500 
contribution listed for Mr. Kohlberg, isn’t there ? 

Senator Henprickson. I think you will find it in the general report. 
That is the reason I wondered why the identification of the check was 
necessary. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, I do not see it on the review at this time, but 
I will go over it more carefully. 

Senator Henprickson. May I see the report? 

Mr. McDermorr. Certainly. 

Senator Henprickson. I would like to call the chairman’s attention 
to the fact that the Kohlberg check for $500 is in the report. 

Senator Monroney. The record willso show. It is on page 2, about 
the middle of the page. 

Mr. McDrermorrt. What is the date of the deposit ? 

I would like to call the chairman’s attention to the fact that the 
sworn report of Mr. Mundy shows the contribution to which Senator 
Hendrickson has directed our attention was received and deposited on 
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the 12th day of October 1950. That was a contribution from Alfred 
Kohlberg in the amount of $500. 

Now, exhibit No. 11, which has been identified by this witness 

Senator Henpricxson. What was that date? 

Mr. McDermorr. October 12,1950. Exhibit No. 11, which has been 
identified by this witness as a check from Alfred Kohlberg in the 
amount of $500 to the John M. Butler Campaign Committee is dated 
November 1, 1950, and was deposited—it was endorsed by Jon M. 
Jonkel, and made payable to the National Advertising Co., and it was 
deposited on November 8, 1950. 

So sinee this check is drawn on November 1, I assume it is not the 
same check to which Mr. Mundy refers in his sworn report, where he 
says he received a contribution from Mr. Kohlberg on October 12, 
1950, nearly 3 weeks previous, 

In Mr. Mundy’s testimony perhaps he can clear this question up 
for us. It seems unlikely that the contribution would appear as having 
been received on October 12 and the check not drawn until November 
1, 1950. 

Mr. Jonken. May I point out to you that I did not know about 
any—I remember this check, I saw Mr. Kohlberg’s name and $500 
on the report, and I assumed that this was the check, and as I told 
you before I tried to remember, or tried to list the checks, the contribu- 
tions that did not appear on the report. I did not know the date of 
this check, I did not remember that. I don’t remember the date of 
any of the checks. I remember that Mr. Kohlberg gave $500 to the 
campaign committee. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Are there any further questions on this? 

Senator Henprickson. No. But I would like the record to show 
that I would not draw such a broad assumption. I will make my 
determination after Mr. Mundy gives testimony on the subject. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know, Mr. Jonkel, whether this check, 
which was endorsed by you, “Pay to National Advertising Co., Jon 
M. Jonkel,” and which bears the National Advertising Co. stamp, 
was forwarded by you to Mr. Mundy or is this one of those checks 
which you short-circuited 4 

Mr. JonKeL. No; it was not—I would like to point out that it could 
not have been forwarded to Mr. Mundy and be given to the National 
Advertising Co, at the same time. Probably I thought or I assumed 
it was indicated in the letters of transmittal that I had given $500 
received from Mr. Kohlberg to the National Advertising Co. 

Mr. McDernorr. In this conference that you had with Miss Kerr, 
when you reviewed the copy of the tabloid “From the Record,” did 
you have any discussion with her as to the identity of the person who 
prepared it ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr, That never was mentioned at all? 

Mr. Jonkent. No. She waited almost an hour and a half to see me, 
and when she came in she had to come in the side door, because there 
were many, many other people waiting to see me. I went over the 
stuff and it took perhaps 20 minutes or 15 minutes, I don’t remember, 
but it took very little time. I did not waste much time on it. 

Mr. McDermorr. There are two additional checks that I would like 
to have you identify. Exhibit No. 41 is the first one, dated October 

31, 1950, and it is drawn on the Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co.. 
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New York, and it is payable to Jon Jonkel, in the amount of $1,000, 
and it appears to have been drawn by George O. Moffett. 

Now, was that check deposited to your personal account at the First 
National Bank in Baltimore? 

Mr. JonxeL. No; it was not. I mean, it is not indicated here, at 
anyrate. Itis signed Jon Jonkel, and it is signed 438 Lord Baltimore 
Hotel. It was probably cashed downstairs. I don’t remember this 
check. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does your endorsement appear on it 4 

Mr. Jonxe.. Yes; my endorsement and the hotel’s endorsement. 
I don’t remember the check. 

Mr. McDrrmort. That is a check for $1,000. Do you remember any 
of the circumstances surrounding its receipt by you 4 

Mr. JonKen. I don’t remember the check in any way, shape, or form. 
I don’t recognize the name. I obviously cashed it. That is my sig- 
nature, 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know anything about the manner in which 
the proceeds of that check were distr ‘ibuted 2 $ 

Mr. Jonxet. Probably a payment, cash payment. That was Octo- 
ber 31, again in the last 10 days. 

Mr. Witi1aMs. Did you endorse the name? 

Mr. Jonket. My name was spelled wrong, and I wrote it the way it 
was spelled, and then I spelled it correctly. 

Mr. McDermorr. You know nothing about the check ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t recall anything. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a photo copy of a check marked 
for identification as exhibit 43, which is a check dated November 6, 
1950, drawn on the First National Bank of Minneapolis, Minn., pay- 
= to the order of Mrs. Peter Miller, in the amount of $100, drawn 
by Henry T. McKnight, on which the endorsement appears to be Mrs. 
Peter Miller, and then your endorsement. Can you identify this 
for us? 

Mr. Jonxex.. That is my signature, suite 488, Lord Baltimore Hotel. 
It was probably cashed or given to somebody. 

Mr. McDrraorr. Was this check deposited to your personal account 
in the First National Bank in Baltimore? 

Mr. Jonxe,. No. If it was deposited I would mark it for deposit. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is dated November 6 and drawn on a Min- 
neapolis bank. Do you recall the circumstances surrounding the 
receipt of that check ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; I do not recall these names. Do either of these 
names appear in Mr. Mundy’s report ? 

Mr. McDermorr. To the best of my knowledge they do not. 

Do you recall anything with reference to the check which I have 
just h: anded to you? 

Mr. Jonxen. No; I do not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t know when or how or why it was re- 
ceived, or how it was handled after receipt, and for what purpose the 
proceeds were used ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Undoubtedly to pay Mr. Fedder, Mr. Wolf, or Mr. 
Winkin’, Blinkin’ and Nod, I don’t remember who. I don’t remember 
what the money was used for. I don’t remember the checks. I don't 
remember the names. 
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Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subcom- 
aes exhibits 41 and 43, which are the checks which have been identi- 
fied by this witness and also exhibit 42, which was the piece of cam- 
paign literature that Mr. Jonkel handed to Senator He nnings, and to 
which you referred. It is entitled “You sure did, Senator. 

(The documents referred to above may be found in the files of the 
subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in conclusion, Mr. Jonkel, of the 827,100 in 
additional contributions which vou list in your letter of February 26, 
wddressed to Mr. Mundy, are you able to give this subcommittee any 
information, that is, information specific with reference to the dis 
tribution of those funds¢ In your letter you say that, “IL know of 
direct payments to the following creditors” and you name the National 
Advertising Co., the Wolk Printing Co., Marshall Hawks’ Advertis- 
ing, National Republican Publishing Co., postage stamp expenses, and 
you indicate that the account to the creditors listed above will sub 
stantiate your recollection of the disbursement of funds. 

Are you able to give us any more information in addition to what 
is included in your letter / 

Mr. Jonxen. Except again to point out that the moneys could have 
been used or were used to pay off anybody that had to be paid in order 
to make the campaign progress. | don’t know any more than that. 
{ don’t know who kept the records there, I don’t know if there were 
ret ‘eipts, but I suppose in cash payments there were rece ipts, and I 
am positive that their bills would show such payments. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Do you have the same explanation with reference 
to the checks which have been introduced into the record this morn- 
ing, and which you hi ave identified ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, and I would have gladly included them if I had 
remembered them. I did not remember them. As I said, this was to 
the best of my knowledge. Evidently my knowledge was not so good 
in those two instances. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, that would appear to be the case. I have no 
further questions at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator HenNpricKson. | have no questions. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hennings / 

Senator Hennings. I have no questions. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith 4 

Senator Smiru. [ have no questions. 

Senator Monronry. At the time of these creative conferences with 
Miss Kerr, I believe you told the committee that you suggested a little 
more pro-Butler thing, more about your candidate be put in the issue, 
is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. And at the same time you did try to give them 
some of the materials, or possibly turn over some of the materials that 
had been coming in from the newspapers in the country ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No; I had turned it all over previous. 

Senator Monroney. At a previous conference. [ see. 

Mr. Jonken. All I did, you see, I would like to point out, if I could, 
that Iam a public relations man and I write things and I say things. 
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The way I do it is my style, if you will, or what you have, whateve: 
you want to call it. 

I probably, and I think almost any writer or any newspaperman 
here would rewrite anything, you could rewrite part of the Bible, you 
could rewrite Shakespeare, you could rewrite anything. The big idea 
is to try not to duplicate work. 

This was not my project. I don’t know if I would have done that 
kind of tabloid, if it was my own personal project, I might not have 
had the same kind of thing. I might have used the money for some- 
thing else. We used a different approach there throughout Mr. But- 
ler’s campaign. He had a little different slant on the whole campaign. 

I don’t have the only judgment in the world, I mean, my part in 
the thing was to look it over, and I tried not, at the time that Miss 
Kerr came in with it, I tried not to be human, if you will, and rewrite 
the thing, according to what I would feel. This was somebody else's 
thing, somebody else’s approach. 

Now, it may have been a very fine thing, and maybe it was a very 
fine thing, I don’t know. 

Senator Monronry. Did you in your conference discuss the deletion 
of any of the materials that were brought over by Miss Kerr, suggest- 
ing a very heavy Communist sympathy of Senator Tydings, and sug- 


gest a buildup more for your candid: ate, Senator Butler? 


Mr. Jonxen. That is conceivable, Senator, because our slant on the 
Tydings’ hearing was not this frontal approach at all. We worked 
with the fact that a very, very big doubt existed in the minds of the 
people of Maryland, and in my original survey we found many doubts. 
There were 70 percent of the people who did not know if he had or had 


not been whitewashed. We worked in the whitewashed area. All we 
wanted to prove was that the people did not know, and they did not 
know, and we worked in that area. That is the only area where we 
worked it. It would have taken, T don’t know how many, but literally 
thousands of pages of words of testimony to try to prove a point which, 
in my opinion, and I so informed Mr. Butler, without the cooper: ation 
of the agencies being investigated, I said, “Let’s not get into the busi- 
ness of proving whether or not it was a whitewash, let’s stay in the 
business that a doubt does exist.” 

Phat was our whole slant in Mr. Butler’s speeches, in our press 
releases, they all related to the doubt area, rather than to try to prove 
through the press or in any other fashion that there had been a white- 
wash. We did not try to do that. 

Senator Moxronry. Well, being a good public relations man, you 
know that if you can raise doubts about any American’s loyalty in 
the handling of any Senatorial hearing, that would indicate pro- 
Communist leanings, that it would probably be effective campaign 
material, and the point I was asking you about was, did the suggestion 
of the heavy doubt that was raised come from your office, or was it 
present in the material that was brought to your office? 

Mr. Jonker. It was present there. If I did anything in my office, 
it would be : cet it ster from that. 

You see, I don’t believe, we will say in public relations, or in the 
attitude development, I don’t believe you should r: poe such an issue 
that aman has to give a definite decision right then. I don’t think you 
should fight people, and in this instance we did not definitely have to 
fight people. We had 100,000 Democrats in Maryland, 100,000 Demo- 
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" ats who made a decision in the gubernatorial selection, long before 
1e tabloid was ever put out, there were 100,000 people who did not 
wand to choose a nominee for the Democratic Party for the United 
States Senate. 
That was well indicated, and the doubt was there. We did not have 
» keep working on that doubt. We toned down everything, to keep 
(way from irrit: iting that, to getting people to feel sympathetic toward 
im. If you beat him too hard, or you hit too much, you create a 
sympathy, 

The doubt was there and we knew it. I said that if we did not win 
the election it would be because we did something wrong. It all 
figured. If I did anything at all on the tabloid it would be to tone down 

mat side of it, rather than to work up anything that would make 
1) eople vo out and vote and defend somebody. 
~ Senator Monronry. Was the material brought out from Washing 


/ 
ton? 


Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir, the first draft of the tabloid. 

Senator Monroney. And in a later conference you had in Wash 
ngton was there any further suggestion about toning down and de- 
( reasing’ the campaign of doubt ? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes. In the ears of the tabloid—no, I did not decrease 
the doubt business, but in the ears of the tabloid—and those are the 
ae corner things you see there—I think I put in a positive note about 

. Butler, and I sugge = pee that they be for Butler, instead of just 
asia? ‘Defeat Tydings” or “Down with Tydings,” I think I said 
“Vote for Butler.’ 

That was the only thing I had done during the campaign. 

it would appear from this that Senator McCarthy had had more of 

part inthe Maryland campaign than he did and T might have del 

name from some of the thines because he did not figure in ow 

Inpalgn to that degree. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennings. Who arranged for the time of the distribut 
of this tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. The time? 

Senator Hennings. Yes. 


Sun 


Mr. JonKEL. 1 p srobably suggested the time Senator. 

Senator Hennines. You suggested that it be put out on the Friday 
before the election ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Lf it was froing to be used at all it should be used i 

téord diay S, 

Senator Henninas. So that it could not be answered? Was that 
your view ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. No sir, As it turned out Senator Tydings had two 
State-wide radio broadeasts and as much television as he could g 
icross-the-board television. He had L think two and a half full days 
of complete press time in which to tell the truth to the press: he Was 
on the air, on television, and in the newspapers. Tle had 21% or 3 days 
o say that he did not like it, that it was a lie, and whatever he wanted 
osay about it—and he said many things. 

Senator Hennines. When was the distribution completed / 

Mr. Jonken. It was supposed to be complete lL felt if it was vomng 
» be effective that it should be in the homes of the people—originally 
y schedule called for Thursday night, and that wouid leave Thursday 
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night, Friday, and the whole week end and Monday. That was 
or 5 days. 

Senator Hennines. When was it actually completed ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. In many instances, Senator, I really don’t know, b 
cause in many instances county chairmen throughout the State tol 
me that they never saw the tabloid, it never went to the places that M 
Fedder indicated it was delivered. T don’t know what distributio 
it had. It would be interesting, | widentally, to find out. 

Senator Hennines. Taking Baltimore City as an example, do 
you know when it was distributed there 

Mr. Jonker. I believe on Friday. 

Senator Hrnnines. The distribution was completed on Friday. 
That left Saturday, Sunday, and Monday ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And it was your thought that Friday was a 
good day to complete the distribution ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, if the thing had any value at all it should have 
been in the homes over the week end, I felt, and this left time, as 
indicated by the very, very active campaign Senator Tydings put on 




















ugaimst it. 

Senator Henninas. It left time for what? For the printing of a 
tabloid by Senators Tdvings ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. No, it left time for Senator Tydings to say all the 
things he said. He had full press, full radio time, and full television 
time. He incorporated some comment—some comment ¢—he devoted 
a lot of his last radio and television time to a discussion of the tabloid. 

Senator Hennings. So if he did that, that pulled him away from 
the other things he might have wanted to talk about, and put him on 
the defensive? Is that part of the thinking? ‘That is part of the 
thinking, | would imagine: is that right ? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, it may have been part of the thinking, but if 
I may say so—I think Senator ‘Tydings would agree—I think he was 
a little poorly advised in his campaign. I don’t think he realized 
some of the issues, I don’t think he realized what some of the issues 
were. I don’t think he campaigned the way he could have, the way 
he has campaigned in the past. 

I don’t know how he worked out the campaign. He did many things 
that were not indicated in his position. 

Senator Hi NNINGS. It is conceivable that if Mr. Tyvdings had eln- 
ploved you instead of somebody else conditions might have been 
otherwise ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, I will put it this way: I would not have con- 
ducted the campaign the way he did. I would not have let us put him 
on the defensive so completely. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. Oh, just a minute, please. You 
say that this tabloid was sponsored by the Young Democrats. Why 
did the Butler Campaign Committee decide to have it sponsored by 
someone other than the Butler Committee ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, 1 was told, I was told just about a dinner party 
the other night, I believe here in town, in which there were quite a 
few people from Baltimore present, and these people were quoted as 
saying that “This guy Jonkel sure rode roughshod over Mr. Butler's 
supporters.” 
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There were many, many people who wanted to work, and they 
wanted to do a good job. They all had one approach or another on 
the campaign. ‘There were so many people in Baltimore and Mary- 
land that wanted us to do things, and I have been quoted on this, and 
it is unfortunate, this is the way I got it, “To throw the book at Sena- 
tor Tydings.” 

Well, we finally decided to do what they wanted with it. We took 
all the information and let it be done. 

As I indicated before, Senator Butler did not campaign that way. 
We did not have to campaign that way. But that was my opinion. 
I am certainly not the only man with an opinion in the world. If 
somebody else decided this was a good thing, then it was a good thing 
for them to do. We did not support it and we did not authorize it. 

Senator Hennineés. But the Butler headquarters did give the 
Youne Democrats the mone ; to pay for it 2 

Mr. Jonker. Yes, sir, and I think J] pointed out in the other testi 
mony, as a matter of fact, [ remember this distinctly, well, I guess 
maybe Tam the one who said, “Turn the presses; get the show on the 
road.” IT probably did that. I remember distinctly telling somebody 
ul the ‘Times-Herald, | don’t know who, but | remember distinetly 
saying, “This is to be paid for by the Young Democrats for Butler. 
This is their project.” 

Mr. redder Was originally advised that he was vetting some busi 
ness Via our office, but it was not our business, and it was to be paid 
for by the Young Democrats for Butler. Well, in the same way that 
ve had a newspaper ad, we finally wound up paying for it, and radio 
time, the same way, ersehey the supporters and friends did not get 
the money, and especially in Mr. Fedder’s instance, he lumped every- 
thing together, and put it in one big pot, and he would not give us 
any of the things we actually contracted for until we assumed the 
payment for all the bills. 

In Mr. Butler’s letters, or any of my comments with Mr. Fedder, 
we were being coerced into assuming the full costs for anything Mr 
Kedder had done, for all 1 know, for the whole Republican Party in 
Maryland, in order to get releases on what we had ordered. and on 
vhat had our name on it. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. What you are saying, in other words, is that 
your part of eee was a front-street campaign / 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes, S 

Senator Monronery. And that the other one that went on was more 

r less of a back-street campaign 4 

“ie Sonne: I would not say that. Again, Iam not a judge of any- 
body else’s work. I say that we ran a good campaign, we ran fine cam- 
paign. We took advantage of every leak there was in the Tydings’ 
canoe, and he had many leaks. His own party workers would not sup- 
port him. There was a split in the Democratic Party through the 
State. He had not anticipated or prepared for the split. 

There was such a thing as patronage lines, old and well-established 
men, and there were new men with 10 years’ experience in the Demo- 
cratie Party who never heard from Senator Tydings. ‘They never 
got an answer when they wrote him. ‘They came and told us that we 
did not have to work too hard with them. 
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We did not have to do this. They would not get their people { 
support Senator Tydings. The whole thing collapsed. I don’t kno 
where he was looking—he was busy here, and that is unfortunat: 
and you all have that problem, and it is a big handicap to overcom 
but our part of the campaign was a fine campaign. We played ever) 
thing right, our timing was right, everything was right, except som 
ot the things | may have done with the money, and, I say, I am no 
a bookkeeper. 

We had problems with money—we had problems with money— 
and I am answering any questions about it. We definitely had ; 
front-street campaign, and the other campaign, I would not say that 
it was not a front-street campaign; that is not my decision, but th 
things that we had to do with were front street. 

That is the way Mr. Butler wanted it. That is the only way a cam 
paign would win in Maryland. 

Senator Monroney. But the exploitations of doubt was more o1 
less done by the other parties, as 1 understand your testimony ? 

Mr. Jonker. No, sir; the exploitation of the doubt was done by m: 
deliberately. We did that; 1 would say it was done in campaigns 
throughout the country, the same doubt was exploited. 

I would say that the Republican Party did not have to actively; 
exploit it. ATl we had to do was to be ready for it. 

We had in this last election, and we may still have, I don’t know, 
but we had in the past election the same kind of issue that the Demo 
crats used against the Republicans in the Hoover campangn, and 
that was the Hoover apple, the guy selling apples on the street. 

Now, as to whether that was justifie .d, whether the guy is still sell 
ing apples on the street, or whether he ever had to sell them, I don’t 
know, but we will never live down the apple. 

The Democratic Party has to resolve the issue of communism. It 
is a big issue. The doubt exists. All you have to do is to go out 
against it. 

Senator Monroney. You think that is a legitimate thing to do, to 
raise doubt against a historical party as to its loyalty to the United 
States ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. No, sir; I did not say that. Or I did not mean to 
If I did, 1 am sorry. 

Senator Monronry. Well, I hope I did not misquote you. 

Mr. Jonxen. The doubt exists. There is nothing anybody has t 
do about it. The doubt exists, because of the press, because of thi 
radio, because of word of mouth, because of all kinds of things, thi 
doubt exists, and it is there. 

Senator Monroney. In other words, it is so valuable to the Re 
publicans, you say, as the Hoover apple was to the Democrats? 

Mr. Jonnen. Yes, sir; it is valuable in maybe a negative sort o! 
way. You don’t have to talk about it any more. 

Senator Hennines. You did exploit it some, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. I don’t see, if you are in a political cam 
paign—but again I am a public-relations man, and I am not a pol) 
tician—but I think that if I had an opportunity to say, here is what 
a man says he stands for, here is what was done in his name, I think 
I would draw that picture. I don’t see what is wrong with that. The 
people draw that picture. All you have to do is to draw the picture 
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id identify it with the man running for office, whether he be Demo- 
erat OF Republican. This issue has cut across party lines, and you 
cnow that, you are more aware of that than I am. 

Senator Monroney. But the exploitation of the doubt, regardless, 
you say you don't need proof, but the doubt is the effective thing i ina 
politic al campaign ¢ 

Mr, JonkenL. Well, sir, if it were possible to get the proof and prove 
it onee and for all and get it out, that should be done. I am an Ameri- 

in citizen, I want to live right, and I think everybody els® does, but 
until you can get the cooperation to permit those things to be resolved, 

en I think if you are conducting a campaign, you remind them that 
the doubt exists, and you ask them if they are satisfied. Obviously 
they are not satisfied if there is a doubt. 

Senator Smiru. In your opinion, wasn’t the Democratic Party split 
more of a factor in defeating Senator Tydings than this tabloid “From 

e Record” and the composite picture, or the public doubt which you 
ure how talking : about / 

[ ask you, in your opinion, wasn’t the Democratic Party split more 

f a factor than these other things ? 

Mr. JONKEL. Senator, again this is my opinion, and that is what 
you asked for, I just cannot overemphasize how important the thing 
is. The big thing, as Senator Tydings said shortly after the cam- 
paign, ine ident: ally the big thing was that his party was not there to 
support him. There was no landing field for anybody that cam- 
pauigned on the Democratic Party in M: aryland this time. That was 
the biggest single factor. 

_The other issue, the over-all issue of was the job well done, or was 

e job not well done, so far as the loyalty problem was concerned, 
that was the deep-seated thing that existed. We did not need this tab 
oid, and T have so stated, to win the election. 

Does that answer your question / 

Senator Smirn. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. Did you have a question, Senator Hendrick 
on ¢é 

enator HENDRICKSON, No, sil 

Senator Monroney. In other words, summing up your latter testi- 

ony, the big doubt was the matter that you felt was legitimate in 

s campaign and absolutely O. K. to you 4 

* JonKet. Senator, we not only thought it was O. K., but Sena 

Tydings’ own primary opponent said things about him in relation 

‘the loyalty problem that Mr. Butler would not use. That had been 
used throughout the campaign from the day Senator Tydings started 
tu run, by his opponent in his own p: urty. 

Now, 100,000 Democrats made no choice in the Senate race, in the 
De ~ ratic nomination. There were many things Senator Tydings 

. that there were not enough party workers to show them where 
to vote, but I don’t think that is true. I think a great many of the 

10,000 Democrats either did not come to the polls, although we had a 

irge vote in Maryland, or else they came and voted for Mr. Butler, 

w Senator Butler. 

Senator Monronry. That was indicated in your preelection polls 

d surveys that you conducted ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Monronry. Was there any of that material that you used 
in the preelection survey connected with the issues, or was it just a 
general thing ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. A great deal of it was in conjunction with the issues. 

Senator Monroney. You have no real doubt about Senator Tydings’ 
loyalty as an American citizen, have you ¢ 

‘Mr. Jonker. I do not, nor does Mr. Butler. Mr. Butler has said 
in impromptu speeches that he does not believe Senator Tydings is « 
Communi#t. He has voted for Senator Tydings. In things I wrote 
for Senator Butler and things that Mr. Butler wrote, he said that 
he did not believe Senator 'Tydings was a Communist. 

I don’t like to be quite so long in answering, but this is relatively 
important. Senator Tydings may have conducted the loyalty hear- 
ings in a way that would satisfy a reviewing judge; that may be. | 
don’t know. But this was not a case of going into court prepared 
with a brief. He was going into the court of public opinion. 

The way he conducted the hearings, in my estimation—and this is 
only my opinion—in my estimation the way the hearings were con- 
ducted and presented to the court of public opinion was not well 
done. 

They may have been well done for what constitutes witnesses and 
what constitutes testimony, I don’t know anything about that, because 
lam not an attorney. Maybe that was ail right. But there was an- 
other place that he was working and that was in the court of public 
opinion, and there he very obviously did not a the people. 

I don’t think —— really cared, “Is it yes,” or Is it no.” That 
is the real issue. I don’t believe anyone cares ladies Senator MeCar 
thy is right or wrong, and by anybody I mean the voters, the voters 
in Maryland. I don't think there was any big issue about which was 
right or which was wrong. I think they wanted to know for sure. 
“Wha’ hoppen.” 

Senator Henprickson. I believe assistant counsel has some ques- 
tions. 

Senator Monronry. | was wondering, it is 12 o’clock, and the House 
has this draft bill, and we are denied permission to sit. We could 
start and possibly run 15 minutes and then we would have to recess. 

Mr. Becker. I think we had better wait until tomorrow morning 
because once you open up a phase—— 

Senator Monronry. Well, we have to ask you to come back, but 
will you be available, sir 4 

Mr. Jonker. Lam here and I will be glad to come in. 


Senator Monroney. The committee will stand in recess until 1!) 


o clock tomorrow mormning. 
(Whereupon, at 12 noon, the subcommittee adjourned, to reco 
vene on Wednesday, March 7, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 7, 1951 


Unrrep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTER ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THI 
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.¢ 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 a. m., in 
the caucus room, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith 
(Maine), and Hendrickson. 

Also present : Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward A. 
McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing will come to order, please. 

The record will show that three of the members are present, and 
Senator Smith will be here shortly and has asked us to proceed until 
she arrives. 

Let the record also show that Mr. Jonkel was sworn in earlier in 
the week, and is on the stand on a continuation of his previous testi 
mony. 

When the committee recessed yesterday, counsel had completed his 
examination, and Mr. Becker, the assistant counsel, was about to take 
over. 

You may proceed, Mr. Becker. 


TESTIMONY OF JON M. JONKEL—Resumed 


Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Jonkel, you arrived in Baltimore about 
July 18, immediately after you were employed as publicity director. 

What were the first things you did in your official capacity after 
arriving in that city ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, do T have to use this microphone? I mean, is 
iton? Are we making a recording, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Monroney. I beg your pardon, sir 

Mr. JonKeL. Are we using this microphone for any purpose ? 

Senator Monroney. No: there is no ti ape record! Ine being made. 

Mr. Jonxen. All right. 

Mr. Becker. Will you proceed, s 

Mr. Jonxen. I did the first chine a you would do on any job in 
be business, you would have to find the components of the job to 
done, what the factors are that have to do with doing the job su 
one, in other words, make a kind of a survey. 

The surve *y in this instance was not a formal survey, a survey among 
the people, because that is what we were concerned with, we were con 
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cerned with who was going to vote, what way and why, a survey amo 
professional politicians, because they are the people who control 1 
basic effort in an election: a survey among business people to see whit 
they felt. It was kind of a public-opinion poll, I suppose you wou! | 
eall it. 

Mr. Becker. Well, what did you find out when you made this pub 
opinion research or analysis 

Mr. JoNKEL. Well, the most obvious thing was that there was a ve 
large area of doubt existing about the manner in which Senator Ty; 
ings had conducted the so-called lovalty probe. That, of course, 
had noticed in other parts of the country, but it was very evident 
Maryland. 

I remember one evening, I must have asked about 160 people coi 
ing out of motion-picture theaters in the downtown section of Balt 
more, and I asked them did they think that Senator Tydings h 
conducted the loyalty probe in such a way that he had proved th 
there were not Communists in the State Department. Or did he cove: 
up Communists in the State Department. Or did they not know, o: 
did they know for sure, whether he had conducted the probe as a white 
wash, or had he conducted it as a very good thing. 

It ran this way, that about 70 percent of the people did not know 
whether he had accomplished any real purpose in the way he had 
conducted the probe. 

You could say that that was weighted a little bit, because some of 
the people may not have known what [was t: alking about. But the 
percentage stayed consistent when we asked the question that way, 
did they think that he had done a whitewash job, did he vindicate the 
State Department, or did they not know from the results of the things, 
that was the outstanding things they felt, they wanted to know t] 
real answers about the probe itself. That was the first thing that we 
went. into. 

Mr. Becker. When was that? 

Mr. Jonken. This was in July. right after I came to Baltimore 
It was the week after I came to Baltimore. I did that for perhaps 
2? weeks. 

You learn a lot, among other people, from cab drivers and police 
men that had to hang around their precinct stations late at night. 
You talk to people in restaurants, in other words, you talk to the 
people out on the street, that you could say in the vernacular had the 

“word,” the people that hear things, in other words. 

Mr. Becker. Did you make trips around the State of Maryland ‘ 

Mr. Jonxex. I did not do that in the first week. I did that later. 
I went into some of the cities, and did the same thing, I talked 
people without identifying myself, just talking as another fellow 
coming through town, you know, just talking about things, and one 
of the things that shocked me was that I had been employed by a man 
who was running for the United States Senate, and in the first 10 days 
I met hardly anyone whe knew who he was. Nobody knew Mr. Butler 
in the State before we started an active campaign. 

Mr. Becxrer. What about the Republican organization in the State 
of Maryland? What did you find out as to the condition of that 
organization when you arrived in Baltimore 

Mr. Jonker. Well, you see, in the beginning I was to be a personal 
adviser or public relations adviser to Mr. Butler, so IT was not as cor 
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cerned with the workings of the party—well, I will not say that I was 
not as concerned with it, but I did not feel that I had to do anything 
about it in the beginning. But when I found out what it was all about, 
then I had to do it later when I assumed the proportions of a campaign 
manager. 

In the beginning I bad contacts with such people as Mr. Nice, who 
was Republican city chairman; Mr. France, who was national com- 
mitteeman for the State, Republican national committeeman; and I 
met. with several of the county chairmen who worked with Mr. France. 

Well, in the beginning then, I assumed 

Mr. Becker. Pardon me for interrupting you, but who is Mr. 
France ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. National committeeman from Maryland, Republican 
national committeeman. 

I met with some of those people, and I learned all about it, and 
from what I learned in the first week or 10 days, I assumed that there 
was some active Republican organization, but when I began to get 
deeper into the State, and when it came to be my job to find out what 
we could count on in the primaries, what support we could get, and 
what support did not exist, I found that there was really no active 
Republican Party in the State. 

When General Markey, who was running for Governor- 

Mr. Becker. General Markey was running for Senator, wasn’t he ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; in the beginning he had supported Mr. Butler 
for the nomination for the Senate. Mr. M: arkey was going to run in 
the gubernatorial campaign for the gubernatorial nomination. Then, 
when MeKeldin announced that he was going to run for governor in 
the primaries, Markey switched from the gubernatorial contest to 
the senatorial contest. 

It was about that time that Mr. Butler’s original committee, Bon- 
nell, France, Wiederman, and some of the men from out in the coun- 
ties, When they knew they had to have a more active campaign than 
they had up to that time, that is when we opened our office. 

Mr. Becker. Well then, Mr. Jonkel—— 

Mr. JonKet. Will you pardon me for a moment, please ? 

Mr. Becker. Certainly. Did Mr. Butler at that time have a per- 
sonal itinerary and working group in connection with the primary 
campaign ? 

Mr. Jonken. Well, the first 2 weeks, or perhaps 214 weeks, that I 
was In Maryland we had no org ranined campaign of any kind. It 
took me maybe 2 weeks to find out that there was no place from which 
the campaign was to goon. We had no office, we had no anything, we 
had no money. . 

I finally forced the issue somewhat by « ‘alling a meeting with sev- 
eral people in the State and telling them that if we did not organize, 
if we did not get set up, if we could not get any committee, and if we 
could not get a campaign manager, if we couldn’t do some of the 
things that had to be done, if we couldn’t see some indication of a 
State party some place, that I was going to leave, because I did not 
think that Mr. Butler could successfully compete against General 
Markey. . 

a you remember, General Markey was defeated by Senator O’Conor 

250 votes. He had campaigned everywhere. Everybody knew who 
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he was. I told the people who were working with Mr. Butler that 
something had to be done. 

At that meeting I found out for the first time, really, that ther: 
was a great deal of reluctance to go out and work for Mr. Butler, or, 
frankly, for any Republican in the State. Most of the men in Balti- 
more, and most of the men throughout the State, practically every 
one of the newspapers, and whether this was a matter of conviction, 01 
whether this was what they said, I don’t know, but they did not want 
to be, as they said, “out against Tydings.” Very few people in th 
State, especially people of stature, wanted to get out and campaign 
against Senator Tydings. 

So we had a terriffic time trying to get the organization going. 

Mr. Becker. How long was it after you arrived in Baltimore be 
fore you officially opened headqui irters 4 

Mr. Jonxer. Between 2 and 3 weeks, perhaps 214 weeks after this, 
I suppose what you could call ultimatum, I mean, I said that some 
thing had to be done or there was not any point in my being there. 
I then sat down and worked out—TI still don’t know for sure where 
some of the counties are—if they are on the Eastern Shore, or some 
place else, but by phone calls, letters, and a lot of other things, I 
learned them up, and I learned Mr. Butler up on an itinerary. 

When I say there was no Republican organization in the State, the 
trouble was perhaps that there were too many Republican organiza 
tions. Everybody that had a large family felt that he was the po 
litical leader in his part of the State. We had a lot of that all over. 
The real problem was to know with which group to work. 

For instance, there is not much point, when a man says that he is 
a Republican leader in his county or in two counties, and you find out 
that he has never carried it in the Republican column, it would be 
just silly to say that he was a leader. He obviously is not a leader— 

Mr. Becker. When I refer to an organization, | mean did the State 
committee have a headquarters and a staff ? 

Mr. Jonken. No. It took me, and it took my office later on, almost 
4 weeks to find out the names and addresses of the Young Republican 
Clubs in the State, and then they only amounted to seven, and I think 
we could have organized seven in the time it took to find out who they 
were. There were seven Young Republican Clubs, and I think there 
were practically no Republican Women’s Clubs. 

The State chairman was a fine man. He is a State senator, and he 
isa fine man. He worked with us to the best of his ability, but there 
was—well, for instance, there was no party discipline. It took us 7 
or 8 days to get the primary vote in; when we finally got through with 
the campaign, you would call up and ask where the ballot boxes were, 
and what were the counts, and they would say that it would be 6 
days after the primary election. 

Then you would find out that the ballot boxes had been taken ove 
to Elsie Lou’s Beauty Shop, and they would sit there for a while. 

The State chairman, nor anyone else, could do anything about it. 
We had to build up a Republican organization and, let us say, a cam- 
paign organization to support us. 

Mr. Becker. When you say “we,” who do you mean ? 

Mr. JonkeL. Specifically, Mr. Butler and myself, and we used 
whatever people we could find, or people we thought we could find on 
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that, who would not only work for Republicans, but for Mr. Butler 
specifically, and not for his opponent, General Markey ; 

We did that, and as fast as we could get it set up, Mr. Butler 
would go out on a tour and speak to them. 

Mr. Becker. What did you do with respect to publicity after the 
Republican headquarters were opened up? Would that be the first 
part of your work ¢ 

Mr. JoNKEL. Something like that, ves. 

Mr. Becker. What did you do in connection with the publicity and 
Mr. Butler’s itinerary ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. In the first place, our budget was still practically non- 
existant. I hired the one girl; Mrs. VanDyke was in after 10 days as 
a volunteer part-time worker, and we still had a very, very small 
budget. The first thing I did was advertising. Most of the news- 
papers in the State were not for Butler. I will not say that they 
were against him, but it is a traditionally Demorcatic State, = I 
think that Editor and Publishe r—and that is not an accurate of 1 _ 
but it said that the political affiliations of most of the newspapers were 

listed as Democrat or independent, and in most instances independent 
means Democratic. 

The releases that we would send out on Mr. Butler's talks, we tried 
them in several ways, sometimes we would do it by a brief—by briefing 
the speech, and sometimes we would write a release, and when we put 
those things out they were not used very much. We had to have his 
name recognized soon or later, so we put in small reverse plate ads, 
one-column-wide ads which said “Be for Butler, United States 
Senator, Republican.” 

We did that. We sent out releases, and continued to send out re- 
leases and biographical data. I wrote his speeches after conferring 
with him, of course, and wrote many, many letters. 

We had to do, well, all of the things you have to do in a campaign, 
using pamphlets, and the radio things, and the newspapers—the 
whole business. 

Mr. Becker. Who was the campaign manager at this point ? 

Mr. Jonxent. Well, I would take my one hat off and put my other 
hat on when a politician called or when it was time to have anything 
to do with some of the party people. 

Mr. Becker. Was there an officially known campaign manager at 
that time? 

Mr. Jonxet. No. I was called the campaign assistant. I was the 
campaign manager, I suppose you would call it that. 

Senator Surru. May I ask Mr. Jonkel a question / 

Senator Monroney. Certainly. 

Senator Smirn. Did you seek any aid or receive any aid from the na- 
tional committee during those difficulties you were having, or duri Ing 
those times in which you were having so much difliculty ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Not too much during the primary, Senator. Research, 
ves. We got research, because in the primary nobody really wants to 
take sides. They are slightly fearful of buying a harness for a dead 
horse, so they kind of wait until something else h: appens, 

The Senate committee, and the national committee, even the con- 
gressional committee, they all helped later on, and even at that time 
they did some research work for us. 
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I found out more about Maryland, for instance, through Washing 
ton than I ever found out in Maryland myself. 

As a matter of fact, I brought more information about Maryland 
from Chicago, as to the population, the newspapers there, the radio 
stations, and all of those things which we have to work with in my 
business, and I brought a whole brief case full of that from Chie ago 
I would never have had it from Maryland. 

Senator Smirx. I think you used the words “not so much.” 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, there was research. 

Senator Smrru. It was all in the form of research during the pri 
mary campaign? Didn’t you get any advice or assistance from them 
during that campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonke. In what area, about how to conduct a campaign ? 

Senator Smirxn. Yes; any kind of help. 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, they had little handbooks that they sent out. 

Senator Smrru. Any kind of help is what I asked you. 

Mr. Jonxen. As a matter of fact, 1 think as soon as they learned 
that Mr. Butler had filed, they had sent him all of the things they 
normally send to a candidate. 

We had handbooks on campaigning, and suggested techniques. 

One of the techniques was in order to get good publicity that you 
should have a picture taken of Mr. Butler putting a sign up over his 
headquarters door, and that would be good publicity. 

We got those kinds of suggestions. We got suggestions on how to 
write a speech, suggestions on those kind of things. Senator, I am 
not belittling their systems, but you can see where they would give 
such a broad, over-all thing, so that they would not be taking sides. 

I imagine General Markey got the same kind of assistance from 
them. 

But in terms of research, that was very good. 

For instance, a thing that was very important to me was that we 
found the trend of how Maryland was voting. We don’t understand 
why Maryland is for, in some places, six or seven to one, Democrats 
against Republicans, in registration, and yet in national elections 
Maryland has been moving more and more toward the Republican 
column. 

Senator Samira. Did you personally get any assistance from the 
national committee ? 

Mr. Jonker. Did I personally? 

Senator Smirn. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxe,. Yes; I did. Ab Herman, I don’t know what the rest 
of his name is, but Ab Herman, and other people, and you see, Miss 
Adkins, who was national committeewoman from Maryland, she was 
a tremendous help in the compiling of data. 

Senator Smirn. That was in the days of the primaries ? 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes; it was. 

Senator Monroney. That is the same lady you said you conferred 
with in the first place ? 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes, it was, Senator. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, at this point, we are still in the primary cam 
paign—when was the primary ? 

Mr. Jonxen. The primary was September 17, which is quite ss 


T think that was a week or 10 days later than it normally fell i 
Maryland. 














MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 285 


Mr. Becker. Was there a primary contest in the Democratic Party 
over major offices ? 
Mr. JonKeL. Yes, there was. As a matter of fact, I believe, I don’t 
know how professional politicians would lay out or plot out the way a 
campaign is made up, but to me it is in terms of groups of people, 
| mean, terms of votes, for instance. 

You can put down, for instance, one of the reasons as being the 
Communist issue, or the whitewash issue, if you will. Then there were 
regional issues, and there were some racit al issues, there were many 
issues, but the biggest stripe on this barber pole of components in 
winning a campaign, to my mind, was the split in the Democratic 
Party. That started in the primaries. 

George Mahoney wanted to become Governor of the State, and 
Governor Lane wanted to continue to be Governor, and they fought it 
right down the middle, and split the party. 

Mr. Becker. That was during the course of the primary / 

Mr. Jonker. That was during the course of the primary, they split 
the Democratic Party completely apart. 

Senator Tydings did not have strong primary opposition, other 
than himself, if I may say that. I think that Senator Tydings was 
his own opposition in the primary, as indicated by the results of the 
primary election. 

He was opposed by Hugh Monahan, and by Mr. Myers who, I be- 
lieve, at one time was either a C ongressman or had run for Congress, 
and he, incidentally, at one time had been a Republican, or so I was 
told, but Myers and Monahan contested the nomination of Senator 
Tydings, and the kind of information they used, the kind of publicity 
they he ad, the kind of speeches they made, especially Mr. Monahan, 
were all centered on the Tydings probe. 

They did use and they did say some of the things that Mr. Butler 
did not say, some of the things we did not have to say. We could 
begin making time for Butler. 

They campaigned against Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Becker. What did you personally do, in your official capacity, 
say, in connection with publicity and the promotion of your candidate, 
Mr. Butler? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, it would be rather difficult to do; it would take a 
fullday. Let us put it this way: Every word that was written in the 
form of, or rewritten from Mr. Butler’s ideas, and the things in the 
form of the speeches, releases, form letters, or personal letters, and 
every form of printed material, the placing of the ads, all = the 
radio things, whether it was the writing of the radio piece, or the 
placing of the time, all those things I did in a public-relations ¢ ee city, 
in a publicity capacity. 

Mr. Becker. Did you build up a newspaper advertising schedule ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes: we did. 

Mr. Becker. Did you build up a mailing list ? 

Mr. Jonker. We did build up a mailing list throughout the State, 
of what we call in my business group, leaders. 

We sought out the names of business leaders, fraternal leaders, reli- 
vious leaders, labor leade rs, all of them, and = them direct mail. 

You see, it was very important that we carry the story to them, 
because the newspapers were not arvying a’ full story about our 
campaign. 
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I am not being critical of them, but we were starting from a sitting 
position; by that time we should have been at a dead run. 

We were starting from a sitting position, and we did not have all the 
things the newspapers could use in order to justify the using of the 
space; in other words, to make sure that we were in those papers all 
the time, I worked out this little reverse-plate ad business, these little 
ads that would appear where everything is printed in black, except the 
words, and they stand out ona page. Every page in the weekly papers 
had at least one, and sometimes two, but at least one of the 1l-inch ads, 
“Be for Butler.” 

We did that throughout the State. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you had a problem with respect to Mr. 
Butler, because he was unknown, and you were developing the pub 
licity to that end; is that what I understand your answer to be / 

Mr. Jonxen. That is right, and where we could not reach the public, 
Mr. Butler, when he would go out and talk to the people during the 
pi ni ry, he woul | be li alking to Bd peop le. Du) peop le. 3) people, and 
you could not count on him reaching everybody in that way. 

I will say that he did a tremendous personal campaigning job. He 
was in, I don’t know, how many homes, stores, restaurants, he walked 
all over the State, shaking hands. He did a big job; in order to make 
sure that the other people would know about him, we sent information 
about Mr. Butler to people who had opinions, or who could place their 
opinions before large groups of people. Now, that is what I mean by 
a group leader. 

Mr. Becker. Did you go with him in his travels throughout the 
tate, c did you stay at he: adquarte rs ¢ 

Mr. Jonxex. I don’t think I was with him more than three times. 
If J had left headquarters we would have had no one there to look 
after things. 

Mr. Becker. What was your fundamental approach to the cam- 
paign?. Tam still talking about the primary. 

Mr. Jonker. What do you mean by the “fundamental approach” 

Mr. Becker. Well, what were the methods that you adopted, or a 
theme that you adopted, insofar as trying to obtain the nomination for 
Mr. Butler was concerned¢ What were the issues that you raised, 
and what were the problems that you discussed ? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, we divided the issues. The issues, naturally, 
into several parts. 

If you remember, at that time, and perhaps even now, but at that 
time definitely there was a growing public dissatisfaction with the 
national administration and some of its policies. As a matter of fact, 
I think that was very apparent in the way most of the, or at least in 
the way many of the Democrats themselves campaigned around the 
country. 

Many of them tried to disidentify themselves with some of the 
polici ies of the administration. At that time nobody really wanted 
to be identitied as one of the men close to the administration. 

There again is where I think Senator Tydings was misinformed, 
because his first publicity in the primary, in fact, his first slant was 
that he was a very big man in the national administration and should 
be put back in the national administration, and then when his own 
people found out a little later that there was a growing dissatisfaction 
with the administration, then he tried to disengage himself from it. 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


As a matter of fact, there was a release about Mr. Butler in which 
he said that Mr. Butler, and I don’t remember the exact words, but 
it was to the effect that Mr. Butler dared to tie him in with the Presi- 
dent. of the United States, which was, I thought, a rather odd thing 
for anybody to say. He was that far off balance when he thought 
he should not be identified with the administration. 

Now, all we had to do is to say, “Here is what they said.” “Here is 
what happened.” “Senator Tydings is a big man in this adminis- 
tration.’ 

Now, we did that kind of thing, and we did the whitewash thing 
again—— 

Mr. Becker. Pardon me, Mr. Jonkel, but what was the approach 
in the primary by General Markey; did he take the same slant or 
did he have a different point of view ? 

Mr. Jonxet. It was basically the same slant, but he concentrated 
his efforts—I don’t think the general went very much into the national 
administration or into the international administration as much as 
Mr. Butler, but he concentrated on the whitewash end of it. 

Mr. Becker. How about the slant of Mr. Tydings’ opponents ? 

Mr. Jonkxet. Mr. Tydings’ opponents were bitter about the Tydings 
probe. That is all they t: alked about. 

Mr. Becker. Now, what kind of a staff did you have at headquar- 
ters? And I am now still talking about during the primary period. 

Mr. Jonxer. Mrs. Van Dyke, who became, after several weeks, kind 
of chief cook and bottle washer and assistant, she was a volunteer; I 
had her, and at that time I had a girl and a half, or three-quarters of 
two girls, stenographers, paid help, and many volunteers that did 
addressing right in our headquarters. 

Mrs. Jenkins, whe was a Democrat—it was Mrs.; I don’t know if it 
was Andrew Jenkins—she was a very fine woman, she was a Demo 
erat, and she was incensed about what she called the whitewash. Those 
were her words. She brought in many other women who did a tre- 
mendous amount of addressing and stuffing of envelopes, and that 
kind of thing, assembling mailing lists. 

Mrs. Ross Mvers was another one; she came in and brought in 
another group of 36 women. 

Later on Mrs. Mvye rs org: anized about three or four hundred volun 
teers who addressed literally hundreds of thousands of pieces of litera 
ture. We used a lot of mail during the campaign. 

Mr. Becker rk. Dur ing the course of the pr imar vy camp: aion., Mr. Butler 
was meeting people all over the State, in cities, towns, and villages, but 
did he come into he: vdqui irters at all? 

Mr. Jonxen. He was in headquarters during the primary more than 
during the general clection. 

You see, Marylaud is—well, I don’t know what its size is in square 
miles, but it is spread out very, very far. The Eastern Shore—that 
can be a day’s journey by the time you get across the ferry: and if 
you miss the ferry, well, you either remain in the Eastern Shore or 
else you come all the way back through Delaware, or something like 
that. 

Then out at the other end of the State you have Allegany and 
Garrett Counties, and that is possibly a day’s ride. He would shuttle 
back and forth while we would be trying to set up points for him. 
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Sometimes he would be on his way to see Mr. X, whom we had been 
told was going to support us in the primary, and I meee this is 
typical with campaigns, but only with us we were our only ears and 
eyes, and we had to evaluate it ourselves. I would find that he was 
looking for Mr. X, and, in the meantime, I found out that Mr. X was 
the wrong man, and I had to reach him and tell him to go to see Mr. Y, 
who we knew was on our side. 

You see, in the primary campaign in Maryland you have a county 
unit system, something like the electoral college. You get unit credits 
for the counties you pick up. 

General Markey, for instance, had a larger popular vote than Mr. 
Butler did in the primary. That was not quite by happenstance. 
I mean, we figured that General Markey was making a terrific amount 
of time in some of the counties, so we went into counties where we 
were told we should not even bother, and picked up enough unit votes 
to get the nomination. 

We had a much harder fight in the primary, from a strategy and 
planning standpoint, than we had in the general election. That was 
not a real contest. in the general election. 

Mr. Becker. Were there any other activities, Mr. Jonkel, which 
took place in the primary that you have not mentioned to us? 

You have talked to us about the administration phase, the writing 
of speeches, and contacts, and so forth. How much time did you 
occupy, for example, in the performance of your duties at. head- 
quarters ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, you see, Baltimore City itself is a big factor 
in a primary, or in any election in Maryland, but in a primary elec 
tion it is a tremendous factor, because you pick up, I we?) it is 40, 
or maybe 42, unit votes from the city itself. You need 77, I guess 
it is, or 78. 

So, much of my time, because we were right in Baltimore, much of 
my time was’ spent with members of the city committee which, in 
many instances, was nonexistent.. They would claim that they were 
leaders of a ward, and you would have to go around them and find 
two or three people who really delivered the ward. You had to work 
with them all in order to keep them happy. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you were dealing with a skeleton 
organization rather than a full staff? 

Mr. Jonxet. That is correct. Now, as to Governor McKeldin, 
everybody was a little worried about him. He is an excellent poli 
tician, a good politician at the getting of votes level, and he is a 
smart man, and as soon as he entered the gubernatorial contest, every- 
body dropped off like leaves from trees in the fall. We did not have 
anyone to hang our wagon onto, and there was no other moving force 
in the primary, State-wide, than Mr. Butler. We had to build eve ry- 
thing we could, because nobody else was really moving. 

Governor McKeldin gave us assistance in the last week of the cam- 
paign. 

Mr. Becker. We are now talking about the primary. 

Mr. Jonxet. Mr. McKeldin at that time gave us some help 
the primary, in the last week of the campaign. 

Mr. Becker. What other assistance did you receive during the 
course of the campaign ? 

Mr. Jonxet. What kind of assistance? 
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Mr. Becker. Well, assistance in getting out support for Mr. Butler. 

Mr. JonkeL. Wel if, some of the members of the—again, on this 
premise that nobody wants to buy harness for a dead horse, our big 
job was to make Mr. Butler look just fine and dandy, like there was 
absolutely no contest at all, just keep the chin up, and everything else 
is going good. We did such things about a week before the primary 
election; I sent a special-delivery letter to all members of the county 
central committees throughout the State, indicating that there was 
no problem, practically no contest. I tried to give the impression, and 
I guess I did give the impression, that we had inside information that 
Mr. Butler was going in in a walk, and we wanted to know where they 
wanted him to speak during the general-election campaign, what 
budgets they had set up, and how we would all ah together. 

Mr. Becker. You were confident at that time that Mr. Butler was 
going to win the senatorial primary ¢ 

Mr. JonxenL. No. I was not confident, but it was sure fine to make 
tlook that way. All the fellows in®%he county were sitting and waiting 
to see which side they should L0 with, and we convinced enough of 
them, I believe, that they had better stay with us. 

Mr. Becker. Did you receive any other help from candidates, such 
as congressional and senatorial candidates at that time? 

Mr. JonKeL. Not in the primary, because I cannot overemphasize 
the strength that ‘neral Mi: irkey had. He was a very popular man 
in the State, and I don’t think that we were even given an outside 
chance in the primary. 

That could be seen by the fact that on primary night there were 
maybe 20 people, including our st: aff, Mr. Butler and his family, and 
everybody else, and by the time 6 o’clock in the morning came around 

I think 200 people had stayed that long, because we kept looking 
cron and stronger all the time. 

Mr. Becker. Were there quite a few people who came to your head- 
quarters and talked during the primary ¢ 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes, some of the leaders around the State. 

Mr. Brecker. Republican leaders / 

Mr. Jonker. Republican leaders that we could count on. 

Mr. Becker. Local leaders, city chairmen, county chairmen, town 
chairmen, what were they ‘ 

Mr. JonxeL. Senator Kimball, [ believe, from Allegany County, 
the State senator, had terrific influence in western Maryland. We 
finally got him working somewhat on our side. -That was General 
Markey’s area, but Senator Kimball worked with us and helped neu- 
tralize the vote somewhat, 

Then Senator Phoebus, from the Eastern Shore, for instance, had 
a big influence in four, five, or six of the counties. 

Then there was Mr. Atkins, that is Bertha Atkins’ father, from the 
Eastern Shore, had some influence, and he would talk to us. 

Then there was Mr. Wiederman, who did run for Congress—— 

Mr. Becker. Where was he from ¢ | 

Mr. Jonker. From Annapolis, he was county chairman, and he 
worked with us. 

There were many people throughout the State who worked with us, 
as we built the impetus of the campaign, which we did not have in the 
beginning. 
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In the city we worked with Mr. Nice, who was and still is city 
chairman, I believe, and we worked with him. We went around him in 
some instances, and worked with people who were not a part of any 
organized party, but they were registered Republicans. 

Mr. Butler’s friends did an awful lot of work, but they did not do 
work at the official committee level, but they did an awful lot of 
campaigning. 

Mr. Becker. Did you check the election statistics to determine who 
were Republicans and who were registered, and so forth, and de 
termine whom you should get out in the primaries ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. We did get the registration lists on the State in the 
primary. I think I sent out close to 200,000 penny postal cards 
throughout the State asking for support for Mr. Butler. 

Maybe 50,000 or 75,000 of them I sent, I informed some clubs, you 
know, this business of, “You have been asked to serve on a special 
committee, will you send some of these things to 10 of your Republican 
friends asking them to support Mr. Butler ?” 

Now, we did that kind of thing. We spread out as much as we could, 
so that we knew who were the Republicans and Democrats from the 
registration lists which we used as our mailing list for such literature. 
Is that what you want ? 

Mr. Becker. With respect to the finances for the primary, who was 
in charge of that phase of the campaign activity ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Well, I forgot before when you asked us about. our 
personnel, I forgot to mention Mr, Mundy. Mr. Mundy was the 
treasurer throughout the campaign. 

Mr. Becker. I am talking about the primary. 

Mr. Jonker. Yes; throughout, from the beginning. He did not 
raise the funds. Mr. Butler raised some money, I raised some money, 
some of Mr. Butler’s friends came up with some money. We had money 
problems all the time. There was no actual raising of funds, and it 
was kind of a piecemeal arrangement. 

Mr. Becker. Now, after the primary which took place on September 
17, how long did it take before you knew that Mr. Butler had received 
the nomination ¢ 

Mr. JonKket. Well, because of the ballot boxes being at Elsie Mae’: 
Beauty Parlor, and because, for instance, we had some counties where 
there were 23 or 62 votes in issue, and we did not find those out until 
4, 5, or 6 days after the election. In other words, we lost a whole week 
before we were officially notified that we were the candidate, before 
we could say we were the candidate; we lost 1 week out of the 6 weeks 
between the primary election and the general election. We did not 
know for sure. 

For instance, that is the week that we should have started, we wer 
ready for our campaign, I mean, knowing that we had such a short 
time, even 6 weeks was a short time for a big campaign, we had every- 
thing all set and ready to go. 

We had part of the itinerary set up, part of our publicity work was 
done, and part of the printed material was laid out. We were read) 
to go in those phases of the campaign: so far as picking a campaign 
manager or setting up a finance chairman or a finance committee, 
all of those things were held in abeyance during that week. 

You see, Maryland has a convention at which, to everybody’s sur- 
prise, they announced the nominee. 
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Mr. Becker. Now, you were not able to really know that Mr. Butler 
was the official nominee until, say, September 24, or a week after the 
primary ; is that correct / 

Mr. JonxeEL. The 24th or 25th is exactly right. 

Mr. Becker. Now, with respect to the Democratic primary for the 
governorship, you have indicated clearly that that was a bitter contest. 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. What was the result of the eubernatorial contest in 
the Democratic primary / 

Mr. Jonxet. Mr. Mahoney, who was fighting for the nomination 
against Governor Lane, who was the incumbent, Mr. Mahoney picked 
up the popular vote. He had the majority of the popular vote, the 
same way General Markey did in our instance, but Governor Lane 
had the unit votes. 

The Democrats hurt themselves very much because they could not 
resolve the issue between Governor Lane and Mr. Mahoney. Mr. 
Mahoney asked for and got a recount in some of the counties, and 
that de layed their whole operation, 

All of the Democrats were split into two sides, that is, all of the 
working Democrats, and it had spread even to the voting Democrats, 
the people that got out and voted in the gubernatorial contest. 

There was a terrific amount of interest in which side of the fence 
was going to have the nomination for Governor. 

Mr. Becker. You mean that affected the governorship nomina- 
tion ? 

Mr. Jonker. That was for the governorship. I beheve—now. I 
don’t ee what deals were made, of course. and I don’t know what 
arrangements had been made, and I don’t know which side supported 
Senator Tydings, and where—but Senator Tydings ran 100,000 votes 
perhaps a little more and perhaps a little less, but I think a little more 
than 100,000 votes behind the rest of the total votes cast in the Demo 
cratic primary. 

Mr. Becker. You mean in the fight for governorship, the differ 
ence in the governorship vote and the senatorial vote that was cast 
in the primary, Senator Tydings received 100,000 less, more or less 
than 100,000 did not vote for the candidate for Senator who voted 
for the candidate for Governor; is that what you are trying to say, 
or did say! 

Mr. Jonxern. Well, let's put it this way: The total vote cast in the 
gubernatorial contest for Mr. Mahoney and Governor Lane were 
100,000 more than the total votes cast in the senatorial contest. Do 
you see what I mean 4 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Jonker. All of the votes cast for Senator Tydings, Manahan, 
and Myers totaled 100,000 less than all of the Democratic votes cast 
for the candidates for governor. 

Mr. Breexer. In other words, there were 100,000 people who went 
to the polls in the Democratic primary that did not register their 
votes one way or the other for Senator / 

Mr. Jonxex. Senator Tydings did not feel this way, but we felt 
that that was 100,000 votes, that that was an area that we could work 
in. You see, they had taken the trouble to go to the polls, they had 
pulled levers, they stamped with pencils, they did everything they 
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had to do to vote in the other contests in the Democratic Party, but 
they did not choose to vote for anybody in the Senate race. 

Mr. Becxer. About how many people in the Democratic Party voted 
for the opponents of Senator Tydings ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I believe the total was about 100,000. I have the 
ian here someplace, if you can wait a minute. 

Mr. Becker. Remember, I am still talking about the primary. 

Mr. Jonxet, Well, I do not have the primary figures. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say it was 70,000 # 

Mr. JonkKen. 70,000 or 80,000. 

Mr. Becxer. In other words, they voted for Senator Tydings’ 
opponents ¢ 

Mr. JonKen. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. So you then would have the 70,000 who voted against 
Mr. ‘Tydings, and another 100,000 who did not vote for Senator, which 
would be about 170,000 people, who either did not vote for the candi- 
date for United States Senate, or voted against him; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonker. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say then that Senator Tydings was a mi- 
hority candidate ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. In terms of the total vote cast, Senator Tydings was 
the minority ¢ ‘hoice of his party. 

Mr. Becker. Do you remember how many voted for Senator 
Tydings ? 

Mr, JonKen. No; I do not. 

Mr. Becker. If I gave you the figures as being around 140,000 would 
that strike a responding chord in your memory ¢ 

Mr. Jonkeu. I think it was less than 150,000, 

Mr. Becker. So he received less votes than the combined vote we 
were just talking about ? 

Mr. Jonkeu. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Becker. Now, from September—— 

Mr. Jonken. As a matter of fact—— 

Mr. Becker. Pardon me. Go ahead. 

Mr. Jonxet. May I say this, to give you an indication, I have 
some copies of some of the ne wspaper things that were used in the 
primary, and to give you an indication of the kind of trouble that I 
think people recognize Senator Tydings was in, Mr. Mahoney, who 
was running for the nominaton for governor, said in July in 1950: 

I may be sticking my neck out when I say that Senator Tydings is definitely 
in trouble in some counties. 

I sincerely urge everybody, the Democrats of Maryland, to get busy behind 
this great man and, God willing, he will be elected. 

Mr. Becker. That was when? 

Mr. JonKen. July of 1950, 

Mr. Becker. In other words, someone knew that he was in trouble 
as far back as July of 1950? 

Mr. Jonker. That is right. And he quotes Senator Tydings as 
saying: 

I belong to a party that has many faults and any man who says that a party 
is faultless is not telling the truth. 

Now, that was a very innocuous statement, but this was a good indi- 
cation, this was in his home county, and it indicates he knew at this 











MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 293 


time of the cleavage in the party, and that it was hurting the whole 
ticket. 

Mr, Becker. Now, leaving the primary and going to the general 
election, was there a meeting of forces of Governor McKeldin and 
other candidates, and Senator Butler, to determine the strategy and 
course of the campaign ? 

Mr. Jonket. Well, after Mr. Butler won the nomination, after it 
was acknowledged that he had won the nomination, and Mr. McKeldin 
received his nomination by default, as it was, and the other nominees 
were all set up. 

Mr. Becker. This was about the same time of the State convention ? 

Mr. Jonker. This was at the State convention. 

Mr. Becker. Oh, this was at the State convention. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. The factors—or really they are factions, 
they were not large enough to be called factors—all of the factions 
wanted to support one side or another, and everybody wanted to get 
in the act, I suppose you could call it, everybody wanted to have a 
part of the campaign, and in most instances their part of the cam- 
paign was to be the dominant one. 

That is why at that time we did not choose a campaign manager, 
because anyone who had been chosen would have been wrong with 
somebody someplace in the State. 

Mr. Butler and I decided that we would work with the man who 
was strong in the State, regardless of factional difficulties, we would 
work with one man whom we knew definitely could sweep through 
the State, and that was Governor McKeldin, and he ran quite a bit 
ahead, as you may know, ahead of Senator Butler. 

Mr. Becker. | am just starting at the inception. 

Mr. Jonken. All right. 

Mr. Becker. At the beginning of the general election. You had 
the State convention where there were Republican representatives 
from - over Maryland, is that right ? 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Buc KER. Now, was there a course of strategy outlined between 
the officially nominated major office holders ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; there was no course of strategy established then. 
We got one on kind of a primatie basis, we worked into the strategy, 
but it was not apparent at the time of the convention. 

There had never before been in Maryland a united Republican 
campaign. Normally the man who was running for attorney general 
ran by himself, the man who was running for Senate ran by himself, 
and the man who was running for Governor ran by himself. Every- 
body was out running across the State more or less by themselves. 

The congressional ¢ candidates, in m: iny instances, because they needed 
some cohesion, they would try to tie together their districts, and 
introduce the other candidates into their districts. 

This time, because I thought, and because some other people thought, 
and Mr. McKeldin thought, we should have a united ticket, and we 
overruled any opposition to that. This was the first time that the 
Republican Party, as such, had had a headquarters and worked to- 
gether and campaigned together at any one time. As I understand 
it, this had never been done before. 
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We all worked together, but that did not happen right away. There 
was terrific opposition to that within the State itself. A lot of people 
wanted us to run separately, Mr. Butler was to run separately, and 
some of Mr. McKeldin’s people probably wanted him to run separately. 

Mr. Becker. Did Mr. Butler have a campaign manager at that time / 

Mr. JonxkeL. I continued on as campaign manager. 

Mr. Brecker. Was there an attempt made to find one, and to divide 
the State into regions / 

Mr. Jonxen. There were attempts made to find one over-all man, 
and when we could not find one man who would not get us into trouble 
with any other group, we did not have any alliance completely organ 
ized, and we couldn't find anybody to do it over-all, then I tried ne 
it up on a regional basis, so that we could have a « ‘ampaign manger 
western Maryland, one on the Eastern Shore, one in southern ier. 
land, and one at Baltimore City. We couldn't even get together on 
that. So we kept on trying until about 3 weeks be fore the campaign, 
and then we got too busy to talk about it any more. 

Mr. Becker. Well, let us divide the campaign into two phases. 
First, there was the administration phase with headquarters, and then 
there was the personal candidate phase, where Mr. Butler was making 
the rounds throughout the State. Is that the way it was broken up. 
about ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. It was very obvious that Mr. Butler had to meet more 
people, he had to get out and meet these people, because as T said, and 
I think it carried out this way, we did not have any problem working 
egainst Senator Tydings. IT cannot emphasize that too much. The 
national administration, the war in Korea, the apparent unprepared 
ness, and some of the things that the administration said which con 
tradicted other things the administration said, all of those things were 
against Senator Tydings’ position. We did not have any problem 
working against Tydings. 

Our problem was that we had to start working for Mr. Butler 
so it was necessary that he be out on the road constantly. L don’t 
think he was in the office during the general election for 5 days out of 
the 5 or 6 weeks. 

Mr. Becker. Now, did you-—— 

Mr. Jonxent. He was out constantly, as I stated it, and I stayed on 
the inside and ran it. 

Mr. Becker. Was there any problem with respect to raising money- 
and IT am talking now about the initial phases of the general election, 
that would be immediately after the State convention or about that 
time. 

Mr. Jonker. The week end after the State convention, the Monday 
after the State convention, which I believe was held on a Friday or 
Saturday, Mr. Butler started out to tour the counties, and I think 
maybe we had $1,100 in the bank. That was our first contribution o1 
group of contributions for the general campaign. 

Mr. Becker. Was there any discussion concerning finances with the 
candidate for Governor and other candidates ? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, there was very little point in discussing finances 
with the candidate for Governor, because the State at that time—the 
Governor, of course, was the leader of the ticket—but the State at that 
time was endeavoring to set up a finance committee. Nobody figured 
that the Republicans were going to win, I guess. At least, I never 





iy aR 


Mets 


aL. eee ot 


MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 295 


saw anything like that. You should have been able to raise more 
money for anything than we were able to raise for the Republican 
Party in Maryland. 

Mr. Becker. For example, did they have a regular finance organi- 
zation, such as a united finance « “umpaign or a State committee finance 
group { 

Mr. Jonker. No. They endeavored to set up such a committee. 
A committee was activated, and | think it raised $8,000 for the use 
of the Republican Party in the State of Maryland. That committee 
was abolished, or just went to sleep some place. It never did any more 
than raise that $5,000, 

So the costs of running the campaign for the Republican Party in 
the State were divided between our headquarters, those of Mr. Butler, 
and between Mr. MeclWeldin. 

So we not only had the problem, and [ put this in the record before, 
we not only had the problem of providing money for Mr. Butler's 
own campaign, but we had to bear a proportionate share, a half in 
most instances, of the campaign costs throughout the State. 

For instance, as to party workers in the different counties, we had to 
pay them, because there was no Republic an finance committee, so Mr. 
Butler’s headquarters or his campaign fund had to provide half of 
the costs for the workers in all of the counties and the city com- 
mittees throughout the State. 

Mr. MeKeldin’s people put up the other half of the money. 

The same thing was true when we bought radio time, we had to buy 
our radio time, and share for the congressional candidates, who, in- 
cidentally, worked very closely with us. 

Mr. Becker. Instead of a State organization providing for those 
administrative expenses, 50 percent, or about that amount, was borne 
by the candidate for Governor, and 50 percent by the candidate for 
the United States Senate, do 1 understand that correctly ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. That is right. We even had to pay 50 percent for the 
headquarters of the Republican Party in the State of Maryland, in 
the Lord Baltimore Hotel. We were all together there. 

Mr. Becker. Tell us about this campaign administration phase. 
The headquarters was in the hotel? 

Mr. Jonker. In the Lord Baltimore Hotel, on the fourth floor. 

Mr. Becker. Now, just tell us briefly what the headquarters con- 
sisted of, how it was staffed, give us the general over-all picture. 

Mr. JonKkeL. Well, you know what a campaign headquarters in a 
hotel is like. There is a long corridor, and on one-side of the hall 
there are offices, and on the other side there are other offices. At the 
end of the hall. Mr. McKeldin had his headquarters, and on the other 
side Mr. Butler had his. 

Then we had reception rooms, 


In other campaigns that I have seen, they had it pretty well set 
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up, and they would have signs, “Public relations,” “Publicity,” 
“Press contact,” “Comimittee contact,” “County contact.’ 

Now, in our department we had all that on my door. We had all 
those signs on my door. 

We had a place, because it was necessary, we had an office for all 
the county candidates, and another office for all of the congressional 
candidates. We had, I suppose you could call it, a message center 
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of some kind for any Republican candidate in the State. Is that 
what you mean by a description 4 

Mr. Becker. Yes. There were no other headquarters for regular 
nominees, either for the State or congressional officers ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Some of the congressional candidates, of course, had 
their own headquarters in other cities, that were in the center of their 
congressional districts. 

Mr. Becker. Now, what was your staff, and what did your staff 
consist of at the beginning of the general election? 

Mr. Jonxet. I still had the hard-working Mrs. Van Dyke. I had 
Miss Becker, and I had one other paid employee. That was my staff, 
until perhaps 3 weeks before the general election, when this man who 
had formerly worked for me in Chicago came through taking his 
mother to Florida, and he stopped in and I asked him to work w ith me. 
That was the extent of my help. 

Mr. Becker. Did you have any volunteers who would come into 
headquarters to help you? 

Mr. JonKeL. We had many volunteers who in some instances an- 
swered the phone, they handed out literature. they talked to people, 
we had what they called the gripe committee. and they would sit 
down and listen to complaints from these people, and make a lot of 
nice notes about them, and that would make everybody happy. 

We had many volunteers working outside of headquarters. For 
instance, people would come in who were organizing and actually 
using anywhere from 15 to 100 or 300, as in the case of Mrs. Ross 
Myers, people that would work outside doing addressing, stamping, 
and that kind of thing. 

Mr. Becker. What was the plan with respect to the candidate— 
Mr. Butler I am talking about—the campaigning and the nature of 
the set-up of his itinerary and schedule, and the campaign techniques, 
and so on and so forth ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, he stayed out on the road almost all the time, 
If he did come back into Baltimore it would be late at night. 

Mr. Becker. Pardon me. Maybe I did not make myself clear. I 
am referring now to the over-all plan of the campaign for Senator 
Butler. 

You had the personal problem of sending the candidate on the 
road and meeting people, and the administration set-up, and I want 
a description of those two phases of the campaign for Senator Butler. 

Mr. Jonkex. I may not know what you mean. Mr. Butler had to 
get out into the counties. He had to meet people. He had to make 
speeches. He had to do all of the things that a candidate for a State- 
wide office has to do. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. But in the administration at headquarters, what 
work did you specifically do in connection with the over-all campaign ? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, as has been indicated, I raised some funds— 
and when I talk about money, I hope that I am not giving the im- 
pression—money is a very important thing, and especially money 
in relation to a political campaign, and there are laws set up, and we 
have rules that we are supposed to follow in doing these things a cer- 
tain way, and if I give the impression that I speak lightly about 
money, that is not true. I tried to raise money wherever I could. 
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If anything went wrong in my office, I had a lot of things to do, 
and I assumed that the systems we had set up were being ‘followed 
through. 

Mr. Becker. I am now referring to the administrative phase of the 
campaign, and I am not discussing the finances at the present time. 

You had a plan with respect to the candidate, what he was going 
to say, the issues he was going to talk about, and the administration 
phase in headquarters where you were working such as, what you 
were doing, and the personal campaign of Mr. Butler. I will take 
up all of that as soon as I possibly can, so if I don’t make myself clear, 
just ask me about it. 

IT am now referring to the campaign phases. First, the administra- 
tion phase at headquarters, you were running the office, weren’t you? 

Mr. Jonxet. I ran the office, and in a sense I ran the campaign. I 
mean, so far as scheduling is concerned. 

Mr. Brecker. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxen. All right. 

Mr. Becker. Now, you have told us about your staff at headquar- 
ters. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You had these volunteers? 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Who set up the schedule for Senator Butler? 

Mr. Jonxet. By inquiry we learned from county to county when 
the different county candidates were going to be at any given town 
and at what time. Then we would start out the caravan. We would 
arrange for Mr. Butler—— 

Mr. Becker. Will you stop right there? Who were in the caravan, 
and how was that arranged for? 

Mr, Jonker. All of the county candidates were on the caravan, the 
congressional candidates were on the caravan, Mr. Gunther, who was 
running for attorney general, was on the caravan. Mr. McKeldin 
was more or less the le: ading figure in the caravan, and Mr. Butler was 
on the caravan. 

They would all meet at one place. We would have to find out where 
they were supposed to meet, and we would arrange for the press, for 
radio time, if there was to be any radio time in the area, correlated 
with what Mr. Butler was doing, and fixing it so that he could do 
what he could to assist it. 

We would have to dictate part of his releases and part of his state- 
ments over the telephone to him. He followed that day in and day 
out across the State. 

We, in the office, coordinated that caravan. We, in the office, did 
the releases on what he was going to say on the caravan. We had the 
contacts with the politicians, 1, 2, or 3 days ahead of him. We had 
contacts with fraternal groups and business groups, and everybody 
we could get to listen to him. 

Mr. Brecker. Then the senatorial campaign was tied in with the 
gubernatorial campaign and other campaigns in the State, is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes. As I said before, this was the first time that there 
was a united headquarters for the Republican Party. They all left 
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together and campaigned together throughout the State. They did 
not go about it individually. I mean, we did not have joint press 
releases, and in most instances we did not have joint radio time. 

I believe that is natural, because most candidates campaign by 
themselves. 

Mr, Becker. This was for the joint use of Mr. Butler, the attorney 
general, and for all the other candidates, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonke. It certainly was. That is why it was set up that way 
in order to give all the people in every county a chance to see every- 
thing at once. They certainly were busy doing other things. 

Mr. Becker. Did they campaign as a team in the beginning of the 
general election until almost the end of it ? 

Mr. Jonker. 1 don’t think I ever saw a candidate give as much 
help to anyone as Mr. McKeldin gave to Mr. Butler. He never made 
a speech that I heard of or read a record of without him asking, 
well, if you know the gentleman, you will know that he almost de- 
manded support for Mr. Butler. He was a tremendous help to us 
in the campaign. As a matter of fact, he and the Democratic issue 
that he split open, I would say, would be the largest single closing 
sale on Mr. Butler’s successful win. 

I mean, that whole thing, the way McKeldin went after the Demo- 
crats, the way the Democrats split themselves apart, that could have 
been the clinch that closed the sale. 

You see, in selling, you don’t have the hook in the end until the last 
minute, you can be presold, you can know why you don’t want this 
one as compared to that one, but in the final analysis you have to 
put your hand in your pocket and get the money up and buy it, and 

| think McKeldin helped close that sale all over the State, 

Mr. Becker. Did the Butler campaign receive any help from regu- 
lar political divisions of the Republican organization ¢ 

- JONKEL. Yes. As soon as Mr. Butler was nominated we had 
all of the formal things, not only from the Republicans, but we 
had notice from Mr. Biflle and such things. Then there was Sen 
ator Brewster's office, and by that I mean he was chairman of the 
Senate committee, the Republican Senate committee, and Mr. Jef- 
fery in Mr. Brewster’s office was of great assistance in research work, 
in counsel, and in many things. He passed on the advice or the coun- 
sel of Senator Brewster and other members of his committee. 

We had a lot of help at that time, again in counsel and in other 
things, from the Republican National Committee. We had—well, 
we had to help in organizing the State central committee so they did 
not help us, but we helped them. 

Mr. Becker. Let us stop for a moment at that point. 

Mr. Jonkeu. All right. 

Mr. Brecker. What did the Republican National Committee do in 
connection with the senatorial campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. I would say they chiefly gave us counsel, except for 
one important thing, they sent literature over. They sent us again 
research, the kind of things that would take you 3 or 4 days to look 
up yourself if you had to find it. They sent voting records and almost 
anything in the research department that we asked for, we got from 
them. 
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Mr. Becker. Didn’t they send over Bernard Lamb to build up the 
precinct organization in Baltimore and didn’t he spend a lot of time 
there? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. In that area they did whatever they could. The 
chief value, I think, was that all Republicans in Maryland received 
from the national committee their greatest benefit from the fact that 
they sent Mr. Lamb over, who appears to be a very astute man in 
knowing how to organize at the precinct level. 

I remember that he had meetings with ward leaders, ward execu- 
tives, and precinct workers, and they were somewhat astounded by 
the fact that you could know the names of everybody in your precinct, 
and that it would no® hurt to know how many people were registered. 
We had to start in at practically the kindergarten stage in working up 
an organization. He helped work up a very effective organization. 

Mr. Nice and his people took his advice and set up an active Repub- 
lican organization in the city of Baltimore. 

Mr. Becker. Did the Republican National Committee send out the 
School of Politics for 10 days # 

Mr. Jonken. The School of Politics was scheduled throughout the 
State. 1 don’t know whether it was for 10 days, it might have been 
more, but I know before the campaign was over that there had been 
one School of Politics in, I believe, every county in Maryland. 

All of the workers were given advice on how to campaign and what 
the issues were. They were given the whole business in “order to do 
a very effective job. If it did no more, it made the poor lonesome 
Republicans feel that there were some other Republicans around and 
it gave them an excuse to meet. Most of our campaign was in the 
Democratic area. To this day I don’t think Governor McKeldin ever 
makes a speech without greeting his Republican friend and his many 
more Democratic friends. That always gets a laugh. There are 
perhaps six times as many Democrats as Republicans in Maryland 
and obviously enough of them voted for him and enough of them voted 
for Mr. Butler. 

Mr. Becker. Now, still sticking to the assistance and help that the 
Butler campaign received from various sources, wasn’t assistance 
given from the Republican congressional committee and wasn’t that 
tied into your activities, too? 

Mr. JonxeL. They worked primarily with the congressional can- 
didates who were not as much working in with our candidate as they 
were State-wide. The congressional candidates staved mostly in their 
own headquarters in their congressional districts. 

However, Congressman Miller from the eastern shore did a very 
good job for Butler. He worked with him and introduced him to 
people, and he campaigned for him. 

Glenn Beall from western Maryland, Congressman Beall, was a 
popular man, and I imagine as long as he wants to stay United States 
Represent: ative, he will get a tremendous support from his people. 
They like him as a Congressman. He helped Mr. Butler an awful lot. 

Mr. Becker. Weren't these tied into the senatorial campaign in 
those particular areas? 

Mr. Jonxev. I would say that they were tied in when Butler went 
into their area. You see, these men were running in congressional 
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districts, removed from Butler. We all cooperated. They were of 
great help to us. Mr. Wiederman was running in a district out of 
Annapolis and he campaigned for us. 

General Devereaux had never run before, but they all gave strength 
to the whole ticket. He was a hero of Wake Island and all of that 
business, and he was a sound and a good man, and he gave help to 
the whole ticket. Whenever we worked anywhere near him he worked 
with us. 

We would coordinate our efforts. They were glad to cooperate, they 
wanted to cooperate. 

Mr. Becker. Did you get any help from county chairmen or city 
chairman or candidates running for various local offices ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. The county chairmen were in charge of the caravans 
which went out through every county. 

When I said that we had to contact them to find out what the 
caravan was going to do, they were the people that set it up. To a 
greater degree than ever before they cooperated, because we spread 
as much attitude de ‘velopment, I guess you could call it that, but the 
idea that we kept sliding and driving home as hard as we possibly 
could was that for the first time in 20 years the county chairman 
would be more than a figurehead, and that perhaps he might have 
something to do with who would get some jobs in the county, so you 
could not blame him for becoming excited because it looked as though 
for a change he would be a winner. 

Our hardest job was in building up excitement within our own 
party. So we had to have somebody to hand out tickets when the 
people came in to vote. We needed salesmen to deliver to the 
public—— 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you were filling in the skeleton of 
this organization by furnishing manpower in the various precincts 
- and cities and other political divisions; is that correct 4 

Mr. Jonxet. The county chairmen did a fine job. Governor Me- 
Keldin was elected by a majority that Maryland has never had before 
in a gubernatorial contest. It was a terrific thing. Everybody 
worked together on everything. This was no single-shooting cam- 
paign. Everybody cooperated and everybody worked together. 

Mr. Becker. Did you get any help from the Democrats ¢ 

Mr. Jonxex. Well, an awful lot of them must have voted for us. 

Mr. Becker. Aside from the votes, 1 am now referring to the pre 
vote period, in the course of the general election, did you get any gen 
eral help, or substantial help, from the Democrats, the Democrat i: 
leaders or others? 

Mr. Jonkew. I doubt if Mr. Butler ever went out into a county with- 
out sooner or later some Democratic leader or some friend of a Demo- 
‘ratic leader who was speaking for him, would come up and say that 
thee were going to support him and Governor McKeldin in the gen- 
eral election, or we would hear this, that they would not campaign 
against Senator Butler. 

Then in my office I received many phone calls and I had many per- 
sonal contacts with all representatives of the Democratic Party, from 
some men whose names have figured high in the Democratic Party. 
Mr. Curran and some of Mr. Mahoney’s people, as a matter of fact, 
some of Mr. Mahoney’s people worked in our headquarters. They 
were there to help us all. Mr. Mahoney was a Democrat and he had 
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been defeated and it split the party up, so their people came and 
worked for McKeldin and Butler. 

Mr. Brecker. How many volunteers would you say worked in your 
office ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. In my office, or at Republican headquarters’ We were 
all in one. 

Mr. Becker. Well, take all of the office, if that will make the pic- 
ture ¢ rer, 

Mr. Jonken. Directly for Mr. Butler, I would say that we had a 
daily schedule of anywhere from 100 to 200 people doing work, such 
as addressing, and so forth, not all in headquarters, but some place 
doing work on behalf of Mr. Butler. I am not talking about profes- 
sional politicians. 

In the headquarters itself there must have been another hundred 
who worked for the Republican Party as a whole. Most of those 
people were Democrats. They had to be Democrats. Percentagewise 
it figures that they were Democrats. I am not talking about profes- 
sional politicians, but Iam t: ilking about helpers. 

Mr. Becker. Now, with respect to funds during the course of the 
general election, did you have a finance committee ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. We never had—well, I will not say we never had, but 
in the last 214 or maybe 3 weeks of the campaign we set up a very 
active and very effective committee. It was headed by, or at least 
it was coordinated by, Mr. Charles Jackson of Baltimore. He did a 
fine job, a very good job. Anything he did, I am sure, is in proper 
order and in fine order. General Purnell, William Purnell, Bill Pur- 
nell, served on that committee, I think, for a while he was chairman 
of it. 

Walter Abel was another man. 

Then there was Mr. Arthur Levering. Incidentally, Levering, 
Purnell, and Abel, and Olnutt, William Olnutt, those men formed a 
kind of unofficial advisory group to Mr. Butler from the beginning. 

They were friends of his and they did not take a titled part in the 
campaign, but they were perhaps his closest advisers in all parts of 
the campaign. 

Mr. Becker. Did you get any financial assistance from the Republi- 
can National Committee or senatorial committee or other committees ? 

Mr. Jonxet. We got some assistance from both of them. That is 
customary. How much it was, I do not remember. I think the first 
check we got, after the first $1,600 or whatever it was, came from two 
or three of Mr. Butler’s friends and that was the $2,500 that came from 
the national committee. 

Mr. Becker. Are you aware of any other assistance that they might 
have helped in assisting raising money for the campaign ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, there is no way to measure how that was done. 
For instance, for all I know, maybe some of the money that came from 
Mr. Porter was originally the impetus for that. The idea of it came 
from the national committee or from some Republican close to the 
national committee. There is no way of measuring what they did. 
I do know that they were active in our behalf. 

Mr. Becker. With respect to the disbursement of funds, what was 
the money principally used for ? 

Mr. JonxeL. Well, as I say, we had hundreds of thousands of pieces 
of mail. When we could not be sure that we would get support in the 
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papers, because no paper on earth would give us the kind of support 
we needed, because Mr. Butler had never run for anything, and I 
don’t think there were a thousand people who knew about him, but 
we did a tremendous amount of mail work, put out much more mail 
than ever had been done in Baltimore before. 

We had radio time. Our radio budget did not in any way compare 
with Senator Tydings’ budget. We did kind of bracket stuff across 
the board, we kind of high-spotted it. 

Mr. Becker. Was the money spent for anything illegal or immoral, 
other than for printing purposes and legitimate purpose which you 
just mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Well, we did not do anything illegal or immoral. 

Mr. Becker. I mean, did you distribute any funds for any purposes 
other than for printing pur poses 

Mr. Jonxet. For printing, postage, radio time, newspaper space, 
for workers for the party, because we had to carry our share of the 
costs of having the Republican Party in the State, rent, salaries, that 
is What we spent our money on. 

Mr. Becker. Now, with respect to the radio program, did you have a 
comprehensive radio program ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Well, we had the best one that we could get. As a 
matter of fact, it caused a little comment in the Tydings’ headquarters 
later on because we worked out, I used a very competent advertising 
agency, Marshall Hawk, he was an energetic young man. Every time 
Senator Tydings was on the air in the last 4 or 5 days of the campaign, 
he was preceded by a 20-, 30-, or 40-second spot about. Butler, before 
and after everything Senator T viding said. We had that all wired up, 
as fast as I would find out that he had radio time, I would buy some 
of the spot announcement times around him. 

When he had radio time at 7: 15, I would buy for 15 minutes at 7:30, 
Yes, I would say that we had a very good radio set-up, and television 
also. 

Mr. Becker. About how many spot announcements did you have? 

Mr. Jone. In the last 314 days of the campaign we used 465 spot 
announcements, 

Mr. Becker. And what were these little spot announcements that 
you were talking about ¢ 

Mr. JonKet. Well, again this is my thesis, I don’t know, I don’t 
think that the people you want to get at knew the name of Butler very 
well, so we would just give the name of Butler over and over again. 
I don’t think that we could have put it over only by saying, “This is 
Mr. Butler.” and then having him say a few words. 

I spent what money we had, I sent it into these little tiny things, 
these 20- and 30-second spot announcements, the same way they sell 
any other commodity on the air. 

We worked music into some of them and we worked drama into 
some of them. We had one that we used pretty €sagevage a and I] 
guess it might have been a little irritating, especially in Democratic 
headquarters, but we set up a positive slogan for Butler, “Be for 
Butler.” 

It did not have anything to do with being against Tydings. But 
we used that in little jingles, something like they use for Bromo- 
Seltzer, “Be for Butler, be for Butler, be for Butler, be for Butler, 
be for Butler, be for Butler,” and then end up with, “Be for John 
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Marshall Butler, United States candidate for United States Senate, 
Republican candidate for United States Senator. 

That is the kind of thing we were doing. I don’t think there is 
anything the matter with that kind of ma. at We would just 
say this. “Here is what you said you were going Lo do, here is what 
you did, and here we are in the middle.” 

Now, that was a pretty tough one, and I understand that there was 
much blowing of tops in the Tydings’ headquarters when this was 
heard. We had machine gun fire, we had mortar shell, we had a 
ricochet sound, “Bowie,” and things like that, and something to the 
effect of, “That is the way the war in Korea sounds.” 

Now, this was the whole tone of our campaign, just asking questions. 
All you had to do in this campaign was to ask questions and we would 
ask, “Do you, in your heart, believe that we were ready for what hap- 
pened in Korea, or could have happened some place else? Vote for 
John Marshall Butler, Republican candidate for United States 
Senate.” 

That is the kind of thing we were doing. Then we had the sound 
of brakes squealing, “Stop wasting Government money,” stop this 
and stop that. and we hs icl alarm clo ks voing off, ‘We had, “Be for 
Butler, be for Butler, be for Butler, be for Butler.” 

Mr. Becker. Did Senator Tydings use the radio or television ? 

Mr. Jonxet. He used television and he used radio extensively. 
He had speeches. Senator Tydings is an extremely able speaker 
and he is a good impromptu speaker. I don’t know why he started 
out to defend himself, because basically that is what he did, he 
defended his position in the loyalty probe. He had volumious re ports 
and, well, I hate to say this, but in the last week of the ¢ ampaign he 
was very confused and very, very much on the defensive. 

[ would say that every time Senator Tydings went on a television 
broadcast he lost votes, because he had big charts and there was 
much of this business of opening things up and then occasionally he 
would drop them. He was upset and he was nervous. He was get- 
ting angrier and angrier all the time. He was very much upset. 

I will say in fairness to Senator Tydings, because I know how he 
had conducted himself in other campaigns, that he was misinformed 
in this campaign or he must have been, as to what the issues were, 
and how hard a fight he had ahead of him, until the last week 
the campaign when he found out much to his surprise. 

Mr. Becker. Did he have considerable radio and television time, 
say, In proportion to the time that was utilized by Senator Butler 4 

Mr, Jonker. He must have because he had State-wide hook-ups 
all the time. For instance, we could only indulge ourselves once or 
twice in an across-the-board thing, so no matter where you wanted to 
listen or look, you had to see Butler. We could only do that once 
or twice, and Tydings did that consistently throughout the prim: ry 
and the general campaign. He had a lot of radio time. 1 don t-know 
how much money he spent, but it must have been tremendous, be- 
cause we always wished that we had that much money to spend. 

Mr. Becker. What ne Wspapers supported Senator Tydings? 

Mr. Jonker. Well, technically no newspaper—newspapers always 
say that they do not support anybody. The only way you can say that 
a newspaper supports anybody is if it had editorial support. I don't 
remember offhi and all of the newspapers that gave Senator Tydings 
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editorial support. The Baltimore Sun, of course, gave him editorial 
support. However, the Baltimore Sun did not pillory Mr. Butler. 
They said that he had a nice little campaign going there and it is 
one of those things, they did not hurt Mr. Butler. However, they did 
help Senator Tydings. 

We had no editorial support. Now, as to what other newspapers in 
the State did so far as the editorial support of Senator Tydings was 
concerned, I don’t know. 

We started on the assumption that all of the papers were for Sen- 
ator Tydings and that none of the papers were for us. We did not 
bother with editorial support at all. We tried to get decent breaks, 
and in most instances I think we did, in the news columns. That is 
where it belonged, and that is where we got it. 

I believe some of the papers, I cannot prove this, but some of the 
papers I believe kind of hooked us up with Tydings, every time Sen- 
ator Tydings would say something, they would print what Mr. Butler 
said. When Mr. Butler said something which in our opinion was 
pretty hot or pretty ood, if Senator Tydings had not said anything 
that day that was newsworthy, we got no space on that. 

We sawed back and forth across the State. 

Mr. Becker. What were some of the issues discussed by Senator 
Butler during the course of his campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. For instance, one of the things he said was that any 
housewife he had ever heard of could run the country better than the 
present national administration was running it, and he broke it down 
into what she did about money, that she did not throw away food that 
she might need tomorrow, or she did not spend beyond her budget 
or if she did she would pretty soon find out that she ould not, and that 
she knows how to clean house a little better than it was indicated they 
were cleaning house. 

Now, our literature perhaps is indicative of the way Mr. Butler 
campaigned. For instance, you remember at that time it was not 
very hard to say such things, because the papers were full of this kind 
of stuff: 

“President Truman declared only 27 days before ordering American 
troops in Korea that we were closer to permanent peace than we had 
been in many years.” 

And then these words: “I like old Joe. Joe is a pretty good fellow.” 
Meaning Stalin. 

Mr. Becker. Let me interrupt you there for just a moment. I am 
refe dig to some of the over-all issues, just generally. 

Mr. JonKe.. Iam trying to indicate that this was one of them. This 
was important. This is the way Mr. Butler went at it. Those are 
the things that the administration said, and the papers were full of 
them, these are the things that were contrary to the things that he said 
in his speeches, in his 4-minute speeches, his 5-minute speeches, Mr. 
Butler would point that out. 

Then he would go on the whitewash thing, and give the quotes as 
to what some of the papers said. We tried to say as many things that 
other people had said against the administration and against Senator 
Tydings as possible. That is the way Senator Butler conducted his 
campaign. 

Mr. Becker. What were the things Butler talked about on the cara- 
van and elsewhere in his speeches ? 
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Mr. Jonkev. I was trying to make that clear. He talked about the 
situation in Korea, which was pretty hot at ths at time. What hap- 
pened, I mean, we did not have to say anything, he never said that 
Senator Tydings had held back arms from any place. You did not 
have to say that. All you had to say was that Senator Tydings had 
been chairman of the Senate Armed Services Committee, and that so 
much money had been spent on the Armed Forces. Here in Korea 
and here was what $250 worth, or whatever it was, or a million dollars 
worth, or whatever it was, was not enough, as indicated by the news 
headlines and the news commentators of the day. 

Mr. Butler just drew a parallel and wanted to know if that was a 
good Senate Armed Services Committee. Then something went 
wrong some place. Nobody pointed out anything. Was that job well 
done? If vou don’t think so, Iam running for Senate, too. Then he 
campa tigned on the national administration, and the international 
policies, he campaigned upon those things. 

He campaigned also on the fact that Senator Tydings had been the 
chairman of a subcommittee which investigated the loyalty of the 
State Department employees. He commented on that. There were 
some discrepancies in the report of that thing. He would comment 
on that sometimes. 

Most of the time he would say, “You are a father, vou are a mother, 
are you satisfied ?” 

Then he would say, for instance, that, “Russia boasts that all over 
the world it is going to take over the world by force, by trickery, or 
by this or that. This is our country. We have seen it happen in other 
countries. You area father, you are a mother, do you believe that we 
are well organized here? Do you feel that you know for sure that 
there are no Communists or Communist influence in the top levels of 
our Government ?” 

You just asked them those questions. Those are the questions he 
asked. That is the way he campaigned. We never had anything 
personal against Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Becker. What was Senator Butler’s schedule and itinerary 
during the course of the election campaign / 

Mr. Jonker. Well, shortly after—you mean specifically like what 
counties did he go into on what dates? 

Mr. Becker. Was he in the office, out of the office. or what was he 
doing—where was he from September 24 to about election time. 

Mr. Jongxen. Well, he started on the Eastern Shore, and he spent | 
day in each of the three counties. 

Mr. Becker. Was that still part of the caravan ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes; there are 27 or 23 counties in Maryland, and every 
one had to be visited. One day was supposed to be spent in each 
one. He spent as much time as he could, and when he crossed Balti- 
more he would stop in the office. I would say that Senator Butler 
was in the office three or four times during the whole general election 
campaign. 

Mr. Brecker. What did Governor McKeldin talk about in his 
speeches? Did he talk about the same things as Senator Butler? 

Mr. Jonker. He talked about corruption in the State machine. 
The big issue in Maryland at that time was the State sales tax. He 
talked about the sales tax. He talked about the fact that the adminis- 
tration was not getting all of the job done that it needed to get done. 
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But there again Governor McKeldin has a very positive personality, 
and he went out and picked up votes wherever he went, he made friends 
and picked up .votes, because the principal job in his campaign also 
had been done in the primary. Mr. Mahoney killed Mr. Lane dead. 
Now, that may sound silly to you, but he killed him dead. 

Mr. Becker. Was Governor McKeldin the head of the ticket on the 
machines ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; he was; in Maryland he is the head of the ticket. 

Mr. Becker. Now, during the course of the campaign, did you 
receive any help from Democratic leaders in Baltimore or in Mary- 
land proper ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. Do you mean that we knew about that or they 
advised us of ¢ 

Mr. Becker. That is right. 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. What was the nature of it, generally 79 aking ? 

Mr. Jonker. Again, they would not work against Mr. Butler. Some 
of us were told, in fact, some of them told us that they would work 
for Mr. Lane, but they would not work for Tydings. In other in- 
stances I imagine Mr. McKeldin was told that some of the Demo- 
cratic workers and leaders would work for Mr. McKeldin, but they 
would not work for Mr. Butle as that the 2¥ would buy Tydings. 

We had a great many who got in touch with us one way or the other, 
sometimes through Mr. Butler’s friends and sometimes through me, 
and they told us that they would not campaign against Mr. Butler. 
In some instances they actually campaigned for him. 

I talked with one man in Baltimore, and he had been the leader of a 
district there for a long time. He is not one.of the well-popularized 
leaders, but he is a sound man, and he delivers a lot of workers and 
votes. 

Mr. Becker. Is he a Democrat ? 

Mr. Jonxet. He is a Democrat. Well, Senator Tydings came up 
to him, and he was very nice to him, and said that he would be glad 
to have his support, and that he hoped everything was going real well, 
and stuff like that. 

Well, this man got quite incensed, because he said, “This is the first 
time in 7 years that Senator Tydings has ever spoken or even said 
‘Hello’ to me.” 

He had supported him in two other campaigns, and then when he 
wrote to the Senator the Senator did not answer his letters or do any- 
thing. , 

So the man got angry, and he went home and talked to his wife. 
She said, “Well, I -have news for you. Iam not voting for Tydings.” 

Well, the next day he told us that the more he thought about it the 
less he would like to support Tydings and that he would support 
dsutler. 

Now, that kind of thing went on all the time. 

Mr. Becker. Did you write the speeches for Senator Butler? 

Mr. Jonxen. I wrote all of his speeches. 

Mr. Becxer. Did you handle the publicity and releases? 

Mr. JonKet. I handled all of the publicity and the releases. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Jonkel, what were the results of the election ? 
I believe you have a chart showing the results of the election for the 
top candidates, have you not ? 
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Mr. JoNKEL. | have some statistics. 

Mr. Becker. May I have them, please 

Mr. Jonken. What do you mean by the result of the election? You 
say I have a chart. The chart I have made up is an extension of the 
chart I made up when I started the campaign. This was the Repub 
lican trend in Maryland, showing the trend for President, for Senator, 
for Governor, and for United States Representatives. 

The trend has been since 1936 on up to 148, that trend has been 
moving forward all of the time. 

I have arranged to have put in the last results after this. [started 
this chart when I came to Maryland in the first place, to see whether 
or not there was a trend in the national election for the Republican 
Party in Maryland. 

Governor McKeldin received a total of 57.3 percent of the total 
vote cast: Senator Butler polled a total of 53.5 percent of the total 
vote cast. 

The United States Representatives received a total of 50.2 percent 
of the total votes cast. It was in that order. The congressional! 
contest ran lower, we were only one of the three sets out of six in 
Maryland. Senator Butler came next with 53.5 percent, and then 
(rovernor McKeldin with 57.3 percent of the total votes cast. 

Mr. Becker. In your opinion was there a strong Republican tide 
running all od Marvland in the 1950 campaign 4 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, as indicated on the chart, from 19236 all the was 
up to 1948, for instance, in the presidential campaign it had been a 
steady growing thing. You know, Maryland was one of the—and | 
hesitate to say this—one of the few States that carried Mr. Dewey 
in 1948S lit carried him with 31 percent of the vote. 

There is an apparent trend toward a Republican vote in national 
ollices. 

Mr. Becker. How was that strong Republican tide otherwise por 
traved? For example, in connection with the Senate race and the 
cubernatorial race, the eccne was the high man: is that correct / 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. | have alre: ady said that the lowest total or per 
centage cast in M: urviand in this past election was for the C OnLress 
man. The next, with 53.5 percent of the total vote cast, was Senator 
Butler: and Governor MeKeldin was high with 57.5 percent of the 
total vote. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Jonkel, have you a breakdown, by counties of the 
top State-wide candidate, and does that portr: Ly the same veneral 
Republican tide sweeping through Maryland in the 1950 elections / 

Vie JONKEL. 7. eS § it dloes, The re again Crovernor Mi ‘Ke ldin led the 
ticket all over. His majority was more than Mr. Butler's. He led the 
ticket all over. 

Incidentally, when I looked at these last night, IT don’t know for 
sure, and this is no issue with me, but when Mr. Fedder says that he 
distributed the tabloids throughout the State. some of the places where 
he says he delivered it, 1 don't see how they could have gone through, 
because it just does not make sense. 

As a matter of fact, some of the counties where he said it went, 
we lost. Some of the county chairmen I have talked with since then, 
some of them wanted to testify in Mr. Butler's behalf, that they never 
saw the literature, and it was never used in their counties, and had 
never got there, so therefore why should it be paid for / 

85670—51——21 
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Mr. Becker. I want to offer in evidence the voting trend in Mary- 
land chart as exhibit No. 44. 

Senator Monroney. That may be received. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 44,” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Jonkel, what is the chart you have in front of 
vou, and what does it show with respect to the breakdown by counties 
of the top State-wide candidates for Governor and Senator ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t think I know what you mean. Do you mean, 
for instance, in Allegany County, Mr. Butler had 16,379 votes, and 
Senator Tydings had 10.399 votes 4 

Mr. Becker. That is right. What does the governor column show ? 

Mr. Jonker. The governor shows—well, I will give it to you per 
centagewise. Mr. Butler picked up 61.2 percent of the Allegany vote ; 
McKeldin had 69.8 percent of the Alleg: any vote. 

Mr. Becker. Take a few other samples from there, please. 

Mr. Jonxen. Dorchester County, Butler picked up 47.7 percent, and 
Mr. McKeldin picked up exactly the same. That must have been a 
straight-ticket count. That is unheard of in Maryland. 

Mr. Becker. Well, for brevity’s sake, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to offer in evidence this information taken from the chart, as exhibit 45. 

Senator Monroney. It will be admitted. 

Mr. Becker. Showing the breakdown by counties. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 45,” and 
vill be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Brecker. Now, Mr. Jonkel, what, in your opinion, were the 
reasons for Mr. Tydings’ defeat, and we would appreciate it if you 
would state them fully. 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, starting back in the early days of the primary, 
or when he filed for office. I don’t know when they had that, but that 
was probably back in April or May, but starting then T think he, from 
the way he ee well, I will not say conducted, because I don’t 
know about that—but the answers he gave to the public’s interest in oe 
loyalty probe was the foundation under the whole campaign. That, 
think, was the basic issue, as it was in many States throughout ihe 
COUNLPY. 

Then you had the way Senator Tydings « ‘ampaigned all throughout 
the campaign. I don’t think he would again ¢ ampaign in the same 
way. He was on the defensive throughout the campaign. 

Then, the other thing, and the biggest thing so far as delivering the 
vote is concerned, was this business of the big ship, or the big split in 
the Democratic Party. 

I am trying to find a news release here that cited somebody on it, 
and I think pretty accurately. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, did the split of the Democratic Party 
continue from the time of the primary to the general election / 

Mr. Jonxen. Oh, ves. As a matter of fact, it is still there. The 
Democratic Party is still split wide open in Maryland. 

Mr. Becker. The wounds of that primary have never been healed / 

Mr. Jonxen. They have never been healed, and I think so far as the 
workers are concerned, I don’t know about the voting public, but so 
far as the workers are concerned, I think there are some of those peo 
dle who will never go back into active work in the Democratic Party, 
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but they will stay on the Republican side, at least for the next 4 years. 

In Maryland, even so far as the voting public is concerned, there is 
a tremendous interest. I think there are over 100,000 people 1 in Mary- 
land who are eligible to vote, that never—well, I won’t put it that 
way—there are a lot of people that don’t vote, but there are over 
100.000 unregistered voters. or could-be voters in Maryland. 

There is a movement under way, and it seems to have been almost 
spontaneous, it is vr Aeshna ited by Colonel Gore, to set up a reg 
istration of Republicans, or to set up a registration of anybody in the 
State. His experience isa little bit interesting. They worked in one 
district, in Montgomery County, and I think out of 57 people regis 
‘ered that were taken to the polls, 54 of them registered as Republican 

I mean, there is that kind of a movement, or there appears to 7 
that kind of a movement away from the Democratic Party over toward 
the Republican Party. 

Mr. Becker. Now, let us go back to the answer to the question that 
| interrupted you, and that is your opinion for the reasons for Mr. 
Tvdings’ de feat. 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, on November 9, that was after the election, the 
Washington Pest, in a byline story hy Edward F. Ryan, said these 
things, and I think I would buy the same reasons that he gives: 

Republican Theodore R. McKeldin has won the Maryland governorship by 
the biggest Inajority ever piled up in that race—and by tonight both Repubtecans 
and Democrats had figured out why. 

Backers of the defeated Gov. William Preston Lane, Jr., had one solid rea- 
son—a national GOP trend, But they backed it up with another equally strong 
reason—Governor Lane sponsored the despised Maryland sales tax. Nation 
wide, it has always been difficult for a governor in such a position to achieve 
election. 

Actually, both sides coneede that beth Lane and Senator Millard Tydings 
were defeated by a combination of four circumstances. 

For Tydings, it was: 

(1) Retribution for State-wide resentment over alleged administration 
fumbling in the Korean crisis, with which Tydings was associated as chair 
man of the Armed Services Committee. 

(2) The reiterated charges that Tydings, as chairman of the Senate com 
mittee investigating Senator McCarthy's charges of Communism, had launched 
a “whitewash.” 

(3) Tydings’ loss of personal appeal to Maryland voters, despite his 24-year 
office tenure, and little irritations that built into big ones when eleetion time 
cume, 

(4) As Tydings himself put it: “When the Governor went down, it was hard 
for other Democratic candidates in the State to hold up.” 

Senator Monroney. That was taken from what? 

Mr. Jonket. That was taken from the Washington Post of Novem- 
ber 9, in a byline story by Edward F. Ryan. 

Mr. Becker. And is that your opinion for the resons as to Mr. 
Tydings’ defeat ? 

Mr. Jonnen. Yes: it is 

Mr. Becker. What reasons did other newspapers ascribe for Mr. 
Tydings’ defeat, to your knowledge / 

Mr. Jonxen. I think oe all of them would put the same em- 
phasis on these things. I don’t know if I have them all here, Mr. 
Becker. 

Mr. Brecker. Besides newspapers, were there any other comments 
after election ascribing causes for the defeat of Mr. Tydings? 
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Mr. Jonker. Well, I have some comment on that. There is one 
comment from Senator ‘Tydings himself, which is an expansion of 
that. 

Mr. Be KI r. | will vet to that in a moment, Mr. Jonkel, but I want 
to get this from vou, were there any other statements, to your know! 
edge, about it / 

Mr. Jonxen. I don't know. There may be some in here. I had 
many of them after the campaign, and IT don't remember them now. 

Most ot the hewspapers aecredited the fact that Senator Tydings 
had lost because of two reasons, and one was the fact that he did not 
campaign or defend himself properly, and this business of the loyalty 
probe, and they all put it on, because most of the men that wrote it 
are political writers, and they know the value of a well-organized 
political machine, and they knew that he did not have that behind 
him in Marvland, so they accredited his defeat to the fact that he did 
not have an organized party working for him. ‘That was most of 
the newspapers’ opinions at that time. 

Mr. Beoker. Finally, what did Mr. Tydings himself have 
about his defeat / 

Mr. Jonker. Well, in the United States News and World Report 
interview, November 17, 1950, Senator Millard FE. Tydings of Mary 
lana. by telephone bet ween Aberdeen, Ma.. and W ashington, ques 
tions were asked of Senator Tydings, and the answers are given by 
Senator Tydings. 

It is as follows: 

. What do you think was the basic reason for the outcome in your case, 
senators 

\. The basic reason, in my judgment, was that the primary campaign for the 
governorship Was so bitter that it demoralized the Democratic Party and brought 

a situation that has no parallel in Maryland politics, where the party was 
split completely down the middle. The fact that IT ran about 50,000 votes better 
than the governor did, is indicative of what | am trying to say, but the demo: 
lization over the whole State was due to the gubernatorial primary, and that 

id not have been healed. I think that was the principal factor, Everybod) 
Was the victim of it because even the Attorney General, who would normally 
win by 100,000 or more, won by only about 20.000, and there was no real fight 

that office in the sense that there was on the others It affected everybodys 

. Had vou foreseen any of this in advance’? 

\. | had seen it coming ever since the primary 

(). You weren't entirely surprised by it, then’? 

\. No. Nor were some of my friends that I had talked to—the demoralization 
Was too great to recover, 

(). To what extent was the result influenced by the fact that Senator Me 

thy jumped into your campaign? 


Now, this is not a quote from there, but I don’t quite understand to 
what extent Senator McCarthy jumped into the campaign. I think 
that the people in Maryland are a little resentful as to the part that 
Senator McCarthy might have played in the picture. 

Mr. Becker. How iiany times was Senator McCarthy there ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. M: ibe three times, counting the time he stopped on 
the way to dinner. So far as I know, Senator McCarthy made two 
speeches in Seevinnd. There may have been more, but I don’t know 
about it. 

He made a speech, so far as I know, at the request of the Catholic 
War Veterans in Baktinore, and he made another one in Hyattsville, 
a town near here. Those were the two speeches he made, that I know 
about. 
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However, he was on the air from Chicago and from other places 
that I know about, but those were the two times that he was in the 
State that I know about. He was in my office three times. 

Mr. Becxer. Were there other Senators and Congressmen and 
speakers in Maryland during the course of the campaign ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. Th: it were in the office ¢ 

Mr. Becker. No: outside people, such as other Senators and Con 
eressmen—did they come in and make speeches during the course of 
the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Not that I remember. e If they did, I don’t remember 
Lt. 

Mr. Becker. Well, let us continue. 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. | Reading: | 


To what extent was the result influenced by the fact that Senator McCarthy 
jumped into your campaign? 

A. I don’t think that McCarthy as a person did any damage, but I think the 
issue raised and the propaganda about it had some effect, but it would be 
secondary to what I have already told you. 

Q. What about foreign policy and military policy’? 

A. That was too obscure to pass any sound seasoned judgment on it. It was 
in and out, but never a major issue. The worst thing of all was the demorali 
zation of the party by the gubernatorial primary, where they fought each 
other so hard that both sides were exhausted, and there was a lot of terrible 
bitterness. 3 

Q. Did you feel there was any resentment particularly around the State 
on the question of the Korean War and administration foreign policy? 

A. IT suppose that had some effect. It was minor, too. 

). How about the Fair Deal program? 

\. All of those things were obscured behind the demoralization that resuited 
from the primary. If we had had a united party to go into the general election 
with, the result would have been entirely different, in my judgment. The party 
vas split wide open, and continued split in many places right up to the end 


Now, that is the end of the statement that was given in the United 
States News and World Report on November 17, 1950. in an inter 
view. 

Mr. Becker. Did Senator Tydings make any other similar state 
ments to any other sources, to your knowledge, after the election / 

Mr. JONKEL. He talked to other hewspapers, | don't have all of 
the quotes in order. 

Mr. Becker. Was that about the oist of the answers he wave to the 
other newspaper sources ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. That was the gist of it, = 

Mr. Becker. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Sir? 

Mr. Becker. That is all the questions I have. 

Senator Monroney. Is that all / 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. I believe Mr. McDermott has a question or two. 

Mr. McDermorr, Mr. Jonkel, during the campaign, while vou were 
acting as campaign manager for John Marshall Butler, did vou have 
occasion to spend occasional weekends at the home of Ruth MeCor 
mick Miller? 

Mr. Jonxet. In the early part of the rae campaign. T was, I 
don’t know, four or five times a guest of Mr. and Mrs. Miller. ves. 
They lived near Bethesda. , | 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be 4 or 5 weekends you spent at that 
home ? 
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Mr. Jonxex. Probably that, maybe 6, during the 4 months I was 
in Baltimore, maybe 4, I don’t remember. That was during the pri- 
mary campaign. I believe—yes, it was during the primary campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you spend any time there during the cam- 
paign preceding the general election ? 

Mr. Jonken. Probably, Mr. McDermott. I mean, they were friends 
of mine, and I probably had dinner there sometime, although I did 
not leave Baltimore very much in the last 4 weeks of the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Throughout your testimony you have been talk- 
ing about, “We planned this, we did that, we decided this”; who is 
“we? 

Mr. Jonxen. Mr. Butler and I, we were a working team. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you discuss campaign strategy during these 
week ends ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, I guess I talk a lot. I am interested in what I 
am doing; the work I am doing, and that was a big issue with me. We 
probably did discuss it. We did not talk about campaign strategy so 
much as I think I reported on what I was doing. I would make a 
statement that I would thus or so, or that we are going to do this or 
that, or Mr. Butler thinks this or that. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with the assistance you received in 
the campaign of John Marshall Butler from the Republican National 
Committee, with whom did you deal at the national committee level / 

Mr. Jonxen. Mr. Ab Herman, and then somebody, I am not sure, 
his name is Val Washington, he is a colored department head, 
something, at the national committee, Val Washington and Ab Her- 
man and Mr. Lamb, who was from that office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever have occasion to deal with Mr. F. 
bbe sages Vom Baur? 

Mr. Jonker. I met him, I think he had some part of the GOP 
school of polities, and I met him during that time. I may have talked 
with himonthe phone. There was a research man whose name I don't 
remember. 

Mr. Becker. Could it have been McCaffery, to refresh your reco] 
lection / 


Mr. JoNKEL. Yes. 
Mr. Mi 1)) RMOTT. Who ran t] e school for }) olitie s/ 


Mr. Jonxen. I really don’t know. IT went to part of one, because 
Mr. Butler was introduced there, and that was the first one, I think, 
that they had inthe State. That was at Silver Spring, and we stopped 
there on our way to another meeting, Phat is all I know about it. 


Mr. McDermorr. You testitied that they had it in every county 
Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. [thinkso. That was my understanding. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you don’t know who ran it ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Miss Atkins, whom I have already said, perhaps you 
were not here then, but Miss Atkins is the Republican National Com 
mitteewoman from Maryland. She had also some position, Lam not 
sure what, in the eae Division at the national committee head 


quarters, Repub won National Committee headquarters. So far as 
I know, “re was In charge of running it. 
Mr. McDermorrt. Mr Vom Baur, to your knowledge, ran the school 


of valitics in the State of Maryland in connection with the senatorial 
campaign, did he not 4 
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Mr. Jonxe.. Perhaps I am not making myself very clear. The 
national committee, so far as I know, advised on the setting up of 
the school of politics. I don’t know very much about it. All I know 
is that he was identified with it in some way, because I met him at one 
of the schools of politics, to which I went. 

Our contact with the school was via Mrs. Leona Rush, who is vice 
chairman of the State Republican committee, and she is from Mont- 
gomery County some place, and Miss Atkins who, as I said, was in the 
national committee headquarters all the time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you met Mr. Vom Baur in that connection. 
Do you know what his capaci ity or employment is in Washington / 

Mr. Jonxen. He is an attorney, so far as I know. That is all 
I know. 

Mr. Becker. Well, just so there is no mistake, and no misunderstand- 
ing, he is in my law office, and a law partner. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you talked about this finance committee, and 
you named Mr. Jackson and Mr. Purnell. Is that Mr. Purnell related 
to the Purnell who is identified with the Young Democrats for 
Butler ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. No; and that is why I said it was Gen. William Pur- 
nell. He isa mature man. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was C. FE. Tuttle a member of that finance com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Jonken. Mr. C. E. Tuttle, I think, may have worked with that 
committee. Yes, C. E. Tuttle, if he did not work with that committee, 
I will put it this way, he was active with Leveridge, Roseca, and some 
other people in Baltimore. He was active in trying to raise some 
money. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, you stated that Senator Me 

Carthy was in your campaign headquarters as much as three times 
to your knowledge. Was that during the campaign leading up to the 
general election ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. I think the first time was in the primary campaign. He 
was on his way some place, and he stopped in and talked. I think we 
had a cup of cotlee oad a sandwich. I said two or three times, it may 
not even have been three times. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many times was Jean Kerr in there ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. I would not know. | remember seeing her four or five 
times. However, she may have been in the office, as I indicated before, 
other times, because she would come in and do things with other 
people. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many times was Don Surine there / 

Mr. Jonken. I don’t know. [think I saw him there twice. 

Mr. MeDermorr. In and out? 

Mr. JonkKen. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not see everyone that came into your 
office ? 

Mr. Jonker. No; I did not. Mr. Butler and T shared an inne 
office, and to get into it you had to go through another room, and 
Mrs. Van Dyke and “Cupeake”—Miss Becker—was in the office out 
there with her, and somebody else was in the office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did vou see Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Nilles an 
Mr. Lee in your office / 

Mr. Jonker. I would not know Mr. Kiermas if I saw him. 
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Mr. McDermorr. How about Mr. Nilles? 

Mr. JonKen. Nilles, how do you spell that ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. N-i-1]-l-e-s. 

Mr. Jonkeu. I don’t think I know him. 

Mr. McDermorr. How about Mr. Lee / 

Mr. Jonxen. Is that Don Lee? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes. 

Mr. Jonken. Yes; I have already said that I saw him maybe twice. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, is it Rex Lee or Robert E. Lee / 

Mr. Jonket. I don’t know. I though it was Don, but if Surine’s 
first name is Don, then it may have been something else. 

Senator Monroney. Don Lee was a radio man in California. 

Mr. JonKet. That is right. It is a familiar name. 

Mr. McDermorr. Robert E. Lee is apparently the same man as 
Rex Lee, but anyway, you did deal with a Mr. Lee, you referred to 
that in earlier testimony, that you had financial transactions with him. 

Mr. Jonxen. Either he brought money to me, checks, and I endorsed 
and gave them back, or something like that. 

Mr. McDermorr. The fact is, while Senator Me ‘arthy was in your 
office three times, representatives of his office were in your office on 
numerous occasions: is that correct / 

Mr. JonKeL. I suppose so, although Jean Kerr, so far as 1 know, 
Was not a representative of his office. 

Mr. McDermorr. She was on leave of absence from his office / 

Mr. Jonken. That was my understanding. 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions at this time, Mr. Chairman, 
although it may be necessary to recall this witness at a later time. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any quest ions, Senator Hennings / 

Senator HenNINGs. I have just one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Go ahead. 

Senator Hennings. You have given us some very interesting anal 
yses this morning, Mr. Jonkel, of your evaluation, or the evaluation 
of your activities in the Maryland campaigns, in the primary and 
general election. Did I understand you to say that in your belief 
Senator Tydings was defeated, substantially in your opinion, before 
election day ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And I believe you said that about L0Q,000 people 
did not vote in the primary for Senator who did vote for the Gov 
ernor ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. | believe those were the figures. 

Senator Hennineés. Yes. And referring to the effect of your cam 
paign, and referring specifically to the Eastern Shore, where I believe 
vou used the expression, “Where we were soft.” by that you meant 
vou were very weak / 

Mr. Jonwen. Yes. 

Senator Hennineés. You said that you were weak there because you 
did not get in there in time with your mailings. Would this indicate 
that you had attached some importance to the campaign literature 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. I am glad you brought that up, because this 
vives me an opportunity to reemphasize the fact that our literature 
was not so much aimed at defeating Senator Tydings as it was to 
elect Mr. Butler. Everything we did, the mailings I have been talking 
about specifically were the penny post cards that went out through 
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out the State, and they should have been in, I believe if they had been 
in the Eastern Shore earlier, more people would have taken the 
trouble to get out and vote for Mr. Butler. 

I think the whole gubernatorial thing ran ahead of the senatorial 
thing, we were looking for votes for Butler, not for an attitude against 
Tydings. 

In that sense everything we did was important, to try and build 
Mr. Butler some support. It was important that people be for him 
and not against Tydings. 

Senator Henninos. How was the circulation of the tabloid on the 
Kastern Shore 4 

Mr. Jonxen. I really dont remember. It was originally scheduled 
to go into two or three cities on the Eastern Shore, | would not know. 
| have never seen any figures that LT would accept as accurate of the 
distribution. 

Senator Hennings. Do you know what happened to the tabloids 
on the Eastern Shore / 

Mr. Jonker. I don't know. 

Senator Hennines. You don't know whether it ever got out or not / 

Mr. Jonge. I do not. 

Senator Hennines. Did you ever take the occasion to inquire ? 

Mr. JonxenL. No, sir: because as I said again and again, the project 
was not my baby. It was a good project, maybe, for somebody, but 
it was not a thing that I had to worry about, and it was not a thing 
that I did worry about at that time. You see, at that time we were 
still under the assumption that even if Mr. Fedder was a little diffi- 
cult to work with, he was a man who was doing what he had been 
paid to do, or what he certainly charged us enough to do, and I 
cepted his word. 

Senator Hennineas. You don't know whether the tabloid ever got 
out 4 

Mr. Jonken. | know that it went to some places in Baltimore be 
cause people brought it in and showed it to us. T know that at least 
one of them went out because Senator Tydings had it within 3 hours 
and he was on the radio and in the hewspapels about it. | know that 
it went out some places, but to what extent, I don’t know where it went. 

Senator Hennines. You don't know to what extent it covered any 
part of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. JONKEL. No, sir. I assumed that it went to a lot of places. I 
was up in Frederick County about 10 days ago and up in Frederick 
County they are quite lipset about this whole thing, the Re publicans. 
They aon understand it. They say that they never even saw the 
tabloid. 1 did not talk to e ‘vervbody in Frederick County, but how- 
ever, I did talk to the people in charge ‘of the Repub hean Party and 
they never even heard any of their workers mention the tabloid. You 
see, part of the distribution was to have been in the city of Frederick. 

Senator Henntnes. All of this money that was paid to distribute it 
and as hard as money was to come by in the campaign, so far as you 
know may have been given for distribution and no results whatevet 
had from it ? 

Mr. Jonxet. That is absolutely right. And again may | ane 
size the fact that the d: ay after the election I cleaned out mv de sk i 
Senator Butler's office, in the office in the hotel, and I shook ‘etire 
with him and said that he needed a rest, and why didn’t he go and 
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get one, and I had nothing more to do with his campaign from then 
on. 

The Young Democrats, who sponsored the thing, must have author- 
ized or must have been satisfied, or they should have been satisfied with 
the distribution. I had nothing to do with it. 

Senator Henninés. Yes. Well, now exhibit 5, Mr. Jonkel, in re- 
ferring to the tabloid apparently you have authorized payment for 
169,000 distributed at $9 a thousand. Ten thousand of them in 
Hagerstown, 5,000 in Annapolis, 150,000 in Baltimore, and 4,000 in 
Dunalk, and a separation of 500,000 circulars into singles and doubles 
on a mailing schedule, 134,206 for mailing. Do you know anything 
about any of those? 

Mr. —- I have the figures here, but I don’t think I get the 
question. I don’t understand what you mean by the question, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Becker, will you let Mr. Jonkel see that 
exhibit, please ¢ 

(Mr. Becker handing document to Mr. Jonkel.) 

Mr. JonKeL. That was his bill and I O. K.’d the bill? 

Senator HenninGs. Have you seen that before? 

Mr. JonKeL. I don’t remember. I saw a lot of bills. I don’t re 
member whether I saw this particular bill or not. 

Senator Hennines. You don’t know whether you authorized pay- 
ment of that or not ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, I authorized payment of almost all the bills 
that came in. If he sa id that was for the work he had done, I would 
have authorized the payment of the bill; yes. 

Senator Hennines. I was interested in your mentioning Frederick, 
Md. That is in Frederick County, isn’t 1t¢ 

Mr. JonKev. Yes, it is. 

Senator Hennines. About 40 miles up the line here. Now, there is 
nothing on there about Frederick, so when you gave as an example the 
distribution in Frederick not having reached many people, that was 
one place where the paper had not been mailed or sent? 

Mr. JonKet. Well, Frederick County 

Senator Henntnes. If you did send any, it would be unusual that 
somebody did not know anything about it? 

Mr. JonKeL. I am not trying to equivocate. I remember originally 
the way I set it up, we started with Cumberland in western Maryland, 
and worked if six, seven, or eight other cities across the State. “All ol 
Frederick County is not contained by Frederick City. 

I was still under the assumption that they still went to post office 
boxholders, star routes, ruré al routes, he had 136,000 of them reported 
here and another 134,000 reported here, so presumbaly he sent out— 
I say presumably—275, 100 of the tabloids by rural route, star route, 
and post office boxholders, some of which were supposedly in Fred- 
erick County. I would not know. I O. K.’d these for most all people 
and he had lumped all of the work together in one package. 

Senator Hennines. You just said there, “How I set it up for dis 
tribution.” What did you mean by that? 

Mr. Jonker. In my previous testimony I said that when it was de 
cided to use the tabloid, or that kind of thing, “All right, we will think 
about it. we will work on it.” 

Now, somebody should pay for it and that was a big item, and who 
was to pay for it. When we decided to do that they said maybe th« 
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Young Democrats, or maybe my office. I would assume it was my job 
to find out how it would be distributed. I have distributed other 
things like that, and in my previous testimony I said—— 

Senator Hennines. Just a minute, please. I asked you what you 
meant when you said, “How I set it up.” Will you please answer 
that question ¢ 

Mr. JoNKEL. I got estimates on the basis of from door-to-door de 
livery, and I got estimates on the basis of star and rural route deliv 
eries. We did not have enough to go to every home, so I got my esti 
mate specifically on certain cities throughout the State. 

Senator Hennings. Yes. sir. Now, having done that, did you do 

othing whatever to follow up to see whether it had been distributed 7 

Mr. Jonxent. I turned over that kind of information, the fact that 
t could be printed some place, the fact that here was an organization 
that handled the distribution of those things—it was not my project 

was not a project out of our headquarters, and I had nothing to do 

ith it from then on except as taking kind of a parental interest in it, 
was something being done in our behalf. I found out when it was 

voing to be printed and I think I probably even actually gave the 
inting orders, as I have said before. 

Senator Hennines. Didn't you approve the payment 
tribution of it 4 

a JoNKEL. Well. if IT did, I did. J approved all the bills, Sena- 

espec ially In relation- 

‘Geeaie Hi nntnes. Well. if you ipproved all the bills, didn’t 
approve the payment for the Sictsdieakion of this? 

Mr. Jonken. | say. | may have. All right, I will say that I did. 


“ee, . 
for the dis- 


you 


Senator Hennixes. Well, did you? Idon’t want you to say you did 
{ you did not. 

Mr. Jonker. I really don’t know. The best answer I can give you is 
(hat IT may have. IL approved almost all the bills and I will : 


issue 
that L approved this one, but I cannot swear to it. 


Senator Hy NNINGS., You have no recollection of having approved 
that specifically ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No, sir 

Senator Hrennines. And you have no recollection whatever of 
whether it ever went out or not: is that right 7 

Mr. Jonxen,. Other than what Mr. Fedder told me: no. 

Senator Henninos. But you did check with Mr. Fedder then, 
didn’t yous 

Mr. Jonxen. Mr. Fedder was in the office every 20 minutes. 

penatos HeNNINGs. Yes. 

Mr. JonkeL. I asked him if he—he wanted to be paid and I said, 
“That is not our bill, that bill should be paid bv the Youne Demo- 
ecrats.” . 

He said that all of our bills had been together, that Mr. Butler had 
sent him letters, and that there was threatened litigation, and I said, 
“Are vou distributing this thing?” and he said, * Yes.” 

Senator Henntncs. So you made no further 

Mr. Jonxen. I did not. 

Senator Hennincs. When was it that Mr. Fedder said “Yes”? 

Mr. Jonxen. [I would not even remember, that may have been 4 or 
& days before the election. 


check on that? 
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Senator Hennines. The tabloid went out on a Friday, didn't it 4 

Mr. Jonxen. Technically the tabloid was supposed to go out Wed- 
nesday or Thursday. When it finally went out, I don’t know. 

Senator Hennrnos. Well, according to the exhibit which you have 
just been handed as of November 9, 1950, you approved the payment 
of it, didn’t you? 

Mr. Jonxen. I really don’t know, Senator. That is the best an 
swer I can give you. 

Senator HENNinGs. Well, it is dated November 9, so some time 
thereafter you approved the payment for this distribution, didn’t you, 
sir 

Mr. Jonker. | really don’t know. 

Senator Hennines. You don't know whether you did or you did 
not ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. No, I don't. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Along that same line, you testified you did 
discuss with Miss Jean Kerr ina creative conference the original copy 
that had been proposed for this tabloid 4 

Mir. Jonnxen. IT covered with Miss Kerr on the first copy [saw on 
the tabloid. 

Senator Monroney: And later you had another conference at the 
Times-Herald office, | believe. 

Mr. Jonnkxet. IT was kind of an observer. 

Senator Monroney. Later your assistant, Mrs. Van Dyke, gave 
orders to Mr. Fedder to pick up the copy at the Times-Herald, and 

ssigned orders to de live 4 i those to Mr. Ke ck le re ; 

Mr. Jonken. Tf you say so, or if she says so, she did, 

Senator Monroney, | think that was the testimony, and [ think 
that was yourtestimony. Lam not trying to put words in your mouth, 
<o T will withdraw that question. 

Mr. Jonxen. T guess she did. She handled such things, she arranged 
for radio time and followed through on the details. Presumably 
they would be the ones. She worked with the Young Democrats, with 
Purnell, and she worked with Mr. Freeman. and Mr. Peterson. They 
were in and out of the office. 

Senator Monroney. You furnished the technical advice on where 
the distribution should be. if it was distributed ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sit 

Senator Monroney. That was your position. 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes, sIr. 

Senator Monroney. Mrs. Van Dyke, as testified to earlier by Mr. 
Fedder. gave orders to destroy aint tin portions of From the Record. 
Do you hi ave any knowledge of that? 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t remember. 

Senator Monronry. That came out in the testimony the other day, 
so that was, so far as you know, the high points of the connection that 
you had with From the Record ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes. The fact is, as T said before, I don’t remember 
when it was, 4 or 5 days before the election, Mr. Butler and T both 
saw the tabloid in our office. That was the first day IT checked about 
the distribution and I was told that the star routes, the stuff in the 
mail, had already gone out. 
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Senator Monronery. And I believe earlier today you testified that 
to your knowledge, or so far as you knew, the regular Republican cam- 
paign committee raised about $8,000? 

Mr. Jonket, What they called the State finance committee. 

Senator Monroney. And they had full charge of spending that 
money? It did not come into your campaign or into the governor’s 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jongxen. They allocated it. We finally wound up, Mr. Me- 
Keldin’s office coordinated all of the State-wide, and they probably 
allocated the money to pay the bills. I don’t think we got any in a 
piece of money. 

Senator Monronry. And the balance, you say, was split 50-50 in 
the costs which you gave to the Republican committee, and Mr. 
McKeldin gave the other 507 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. For instance. if there were billboards which 
listed a lot of candidates. Mr. MeKeldin’s headquarters would put 
up 50 percent and we would put up 50 percent of the money. 

On sample ballots in the city of Baltimore, which cost about $12,000, 
we put up $6,000 and Mr. McKeldin put up about $6,000, 

Senator Monroney. To your knowledge or your understanding, that 
is what the regular Republican sources raised / 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes; | believe so. Mr. Leatherman from Frederick 
County, I believe, was State finance chairman, or he served in that 

capacity. They raised that much money, and their efforts did not go 
beyond that. 

Senator Monroney. You said it disbanded and went to sleep. or 
something. 

Mr. Jonker. Well, 1 don’t know if it disbanded, but it went to sleep 
all right. 

Senator Monroney. [don’t have any further questions. 

Mr. Becker. IT have one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. All right. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Jonkel, referring to the exhibit that Senator Hen 
nings is talking about, when did you say you left the office of campaign 
headquarters in Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonken, So far as IT know, I cleaned my desk out, IT believe, 
the day after the election. Tmay have been there 1 or 2 d: avs after that 
in Baltimore to see Mr. McKeldin, or to see Mr. Butle1 r., or something, 
but I did not work with them after that. I had nothing more to do 
with them after I cleared the desk out. 

I may have signed something, I don't know the answer to that 
question, 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Jonkel, this exhibit which is No. 5. which was 
referred to by Senator Hennings, is dated November 9. That would 
be after you left the office, would that be correct / 

Mr. Jonket. It could have been. I might have been in Baltimore. 
The fact that it was dated November 9 did not mean that it was in 
the office on that date. It could have been the 10th or the Lith. 

Mr. Becker. There is not any question about the bills or disburse 
ments in Senator Butler's campaign, and that you took on full respon 
sibility for the disbursements of the funds / 

Mr. JonKeL. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is it not a fact that you did not check out of th 
Lord Baltimore Hotel until November 16 / 
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Mr. JonKen. That I did not? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxeti, Oh, | think I know what you mean. 

Mr. McDermorr. Just answer the question. Is it a fact that you 
checked out of the Lord Baltimore Hotel on November 16/ 

Mr. JonKet. I never lived at the Lord Baltimore Hotel. My name 
was on the books for the office, I had signed for some of the offices. 
Mr. Mundy would not commit himself for them. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the last day you were in the Lord 
Baltimore Hotel? Was it November 16? 

Mr. Jonxet. I really don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t remember? 

Mr. Jonket, No, I do not. I may have been there the 16th, and I 
may have been there on the 12th. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you leave Baltimore / 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, I don’t think I spent 6 hours in Baltimore after 
the night of the election. I was in Baltimore maybe two or three times 
for short visits. 

Mr. McDermont. All right. Now, you say you spent not more than 
6 hours in Baltimore. 

Mr. Jonxex. I don’t think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. After the night of the election. 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t think so. I did not work there. If I spent 
any time it was to have lunch with somebody. 

IT had an apartment at the Baltimorean Arms and I checked out 
Friday of that week. I came over from Washington and I drove 
back in a car with somebody. I took all my things out of the Bal- 
timorean and I stayed in Washington every night from election 
night until the night I checked out, the afternoon I checked out of 
the Baltimorean Apartments. I stept some place in Washington 
every night. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have a room on the ninth floor registered 
in your name at the Lord Baltimore Hotel ? 

Mr. Jonxev. I had rooms on the ninth floor registered in my name. 
I think more than half of our own private—Mr. Butler's office, we 
were billed for directly in my name. Mr. Mundy would not have 
them in his name. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was the campaign headquarters a room on the 
ninth floor or a room on the sixth floor ? 

Mr. Jonke.. That I don’t know. I thought we were on the fourth 
floor. 

Mr. McDermorr. You certainly remember what the floor was. 

Mr. JonkeL. We were on the fourth floor. 

Mr. McDermorr. You certainly remember what the floor was, don't 
you! 

Mr. JonKeL. Not necessarily. In the general election I think we 
were on the ninth floor. IT have been in a lot of hotels since then, M: 
McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. So I understand. 

Now, you did have a room on the ninth floor of the Lord Baltimor 
Hotel registered in your name. 

Mr. JonKEL. I guess so, for the last week of the campaign T slept 
there most every night. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you check out ? 
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Mr. JonKEL. I really don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions? Thank you very 
much. 

The hearing will be in recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12: 15 p. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
on Thursday, March 8, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 


Vt 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 1951 


Unrrep STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:20 a. m., 
in room 324, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney 
presiding. 
~ Present: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith 
(Maine), and Hendrickson. 

Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward 
A. MeDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing of the subcommittee will be in 
order. 

Let the record show that Mr. Hendrickson is unavoidably absent, 
because of other official business, and he will try to be here later. 

Senator Smith will be here shortly, and has asked thet we go ahead 
with the testimony here, because we have such a short period of time 
Lefore we have to vo to the Senate, and we feel that it is better to vO 
ahead with the examination of the witnesses of today. 

The other members will be here as soon as their other duties will 
permit. There is a quorum of two present. Senator Hennings is 
here as well as myself, 

Will counsel call the first witness. 

Mr. McDermott. The first witness is Mr. Perry Patterson. 

W il] you rise and be sworn, please. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth / 

Mr. Parrerson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PERRY S. PATTERSON 


Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Patterson, at the outset, before making any 
inquiry of you, I wish to point out that the subcommittee is mindful 
of the privileged communications statute, and we do not wish to in 
quire into anything that might be considered to be within the privilege 
of that statute as respects your relationship with your client. 

If at any time you feel that any question I might ask you calls for 
information which might fall within the privilege, please have no 
hesitancy to bring that to our attention. 

Will you state your. name, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. At the outset I would like to state that it was iy 
personal inclination, in the light of the announced Te of the 
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committee, and particularly in the light of Mr. Tydings’ charges, to 
avail myself and my client of that privilege. 

I have discussed it with Mrs. Miller, who is vice president of the 
Times-Herald, and as the committee understands the privilege is 
not that of the attorney, but of the client, and she has waived that 
privilege and asked that I do cooperate with the committee in its 
investigation of the facts concerning the handling of the tabloid by 
the Times-Herald. 

Senator Monroney. We appreciate that very much, sir, and any 
time any question seems to involve any re a F ationship between attorne ry 
und client, you just please tell us, and we will respect that. 

Mr. Parrerson. All right, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you state your full name, please. 

Mr. Parrerson. Perry S. Patterson. 

Senator Monroney. May I suggest that these acoustics are sup- 
posed to be the worst in the buil ling. 

May I suggest that the witness and counsel speak loudly enough 
so that they can be easily heard in the room. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are a practicing attorney in the city of 
Washington, are you, Mr. Patterson ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I am. 

Mr. McDermorr. With whom are you associated, sir? 

Mr. Parrerson. I am resident partner with the firm of Kirkland, 
leming, Green, Martin & Ellis. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where are your offices located ? 

Mr. Parrerson. 800 World Center Building, Sixteenth and K 
Streets. 

Mr. McDermorr. In Washington, D. C./ 

Mr. Parrerson. In Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. As a resident partner of that firm, you handle a 
large share of the legal business of the Washington Times-Herald ; 
is that correct / 

Mr. Parrerson. The firm represents the Times-Herald, and they 
are my primary responsibility. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, this morning we are interested in inquiring 
into your relationship with a tabloid which is a piece of campaign 
literature that was circulated in connection with the campaign of 
John Marshall Butler in the senatorial campaign in the State of Mary- 
land in 1950. 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorrt. it tabloid is entitled “From the Record,” and 
it has been identified as “Exhibit No. 1” in the record of this sub- 
committee. 

Now, when was this tabloid, “Exhibit No. 1,” first called to your 
attention ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, I think it was approximately the second or 
third week in October that Mrs. Miller stated that the Times-Herald 
was to print a piece of political literature or circular, and when it 
was in form for printing, would I take a look at it, and I just said 
that I would. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you like-—— 

Senator Monroney. What was that date again, sir? 

Mr. McDermorr. The second or third week in October. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Would you like to just give the committee a nar- 
rative of your connection with the tabloid, as attorney for the Times- 
Herald ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, my next contact, to my recollection, was when 
it was in page proof. I was asked by Frank Smith, who was chief 
editorial writer of the Times-Herald and in charge of the printing of 
this tabloid by the Times-Herald, to look it over. 

I met with Frank Smith in his office at the Times-Herald, and I 
discussed it with him, item by item, and with Miss Jean Kerr, who 
was then present, and I gave them my opinion with respect to the 
printability of the circular, and left it at that. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, how long—can you fix the time on that visit 
to the Times-Herald office where you looked at the tabloid in page- 
proof form ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I believe it was either on Friday, the 20th, or Mon- 
day, the 23d of October. 

Mr. McDerworr. Some time around the 20th or 23d of October, 
1950; is that right / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, on that occasion, which was your first occa- 
sion to see the material that was ultimately used in the tabloid, do you 
say that it was in page-proof form / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And—— 

Mr. Parrerson. Now, that was the occasion for me to see the ma- 
ierial, because I am in and about the Times-Herald offices and the city 
room almost daily, and I notice that Mr. Jonkel yesterday referred to 
my presence in Mrs. Miller’s office at a time when the material was in 
typewritten form. I reeall very vaguely the occasion, but that was 
not the time at which I formally reviewed the tabloid, and if I did 
notice it, it was quite transitory at that time. 

Mr. Mc Dermort r. I see. Was Mr. Jonkel present on the occaision 
about the 20th or 23d of October when you looked at the material in 
page-proof form? 

Mr. Parrerson. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else was present on the occasion of that re- 
view of the material, in addition to Frank Smith and Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Parrerson. I think possibly Mr. Morgan, who shared the office 
with Mr. Smith. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is N. J. “Jeff Morgan ? 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is he administrative assistant to Ruth MeCormick 
Miller? 

Mr. Parrerson. I believe that is his title. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, on this occasion, about the 20th or 23d of 
October, when you looked over the page-proof form, did you make any 
inquiry as to the source of the material, or were you advised as to its 
source ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I did. I followed my usual procedure in examining 
proposed articles, and that is to point out the prerequisites, from a 
libel standpoint: in other words, that the factual background must be 
ascertainable, and the facts stated must be true, or that the opinions 
set forth must be permissible or valid inferences from those facts. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Were you told anything as to the specific 
source of the material ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was that / 

Mr. Parrerson. Well. I asked in respect to items, column by column, 
from whence they had been derived, and I was told that with respect 
to this or that, it was from a speech appearing in the Congressional 
Record, made on the floor by someone or other, or that with respect 
to certain statements attributed to observers, statements of opinion, 
they were from columns by David Lawrence, and I don’t recall anyone 
else, 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. So that you were advised that the material 
in the tabloid was all from either the Congressional Record or from 
some columnist ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. There is a good deal of material there, the source 
of which is self-evident, from other newspapers, cartoons and edito 
rials, reprints from the Times-Herald or other papers. There just 
Wasn't any question as to their origin. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you had this opportunity to look at 
the page- proof form of the tabloid, were the pictures and cartoons that 
appeared in the tabloid as it was ultimately printed available for your 
Inspection ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. They were. 

Mr. McDermorr. And on that occasion, on about the 20th or 23d 
of October, did you consider the composite photograph picturing Earl 
Browder and Mr. Tydings? 

Mr. Parrerson. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any inquiry with reference to its 
origin ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. No. I think that it was dicussed, because of its ob 
vious difference from the other photographs on the page, that it was 
« composite and did represent Mr. Tydings in an association that 
would be something that would obviously raise some question. 

Mr. McDermorr, And do you recall whether at that time, as you 
looked at this material in page-proof form, this picture was identified 
as a composite / 

Mr. Parrerson. I am quite sure that it was. 

Mr. McDermorr, Now, were you told at that time by whom the com 
posite photograph was made, or where the photogr: aphs which were 
used in the composite were obtained ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, it was my impression that the entire photo 
page was made up at the Times-Herald, and that the photographs on 
_ at page came from their library, and that these source photographs 

nall probability had come from there. 

Now, I did not inquire into their origin. IT did understand that 
the composite was put together by the Times-Herald in their photo 
department. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time that you looked at the page-proof 
form of the tabloid, did the captions appear on the various stories in 
the various columns ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. They did. The page proof was just as you see it 
here, except that there were four separate pages to it. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did you make any changes in the page 
proof form of the tabloid ? 
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Mr. Parrerson. If I did, they were fairly minor, because IT know 
there was a very limited amount of correction to be done on it after 
[ had examined it. , 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now, you state that on the occasion of 
that review of the tabloid in page-proof form, you discussed it with 
Mr. Frank Smith / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was he then head of the editorial department of 
the Times-Herald ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I believe his title was chief editorial writer. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that is the same Frank Smith who is now 
administrative assistant to Senator John Marshall Butler / 

Mr. Parrerson. It is. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state also that Jean Kerr was present ? 

Mr. Parrerson. She was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you met Jean Kerr previously / 

Mr. Parrerson. I had not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Whom did you understand her to be? 

Mr. Parrerson. [understood that she was from Senator MeCarthy s 
office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do you know by whom the original material 
was brought to the offices of the Times-Herald, that is, the material 
which ultimately was used in the tabloid as it was printed ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, it is difficult at this stage, particularly, to say 
what my understanding was as of the date of my examination. How 
ever, it is my best impression that, oh, | would say half of the material, 

t least, was provided by Senator McCarthy, and that some of it rat 
have come from Baltimore, and that a good deal of the rest, as you can 
see, I would Say perhi aps Y0) percent of the space consists of material 
that obviously was picked up around the Times-Herald. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. It was your impression that approximately 
o) percent of the materi: al appearing in the tabloid came from Senator 
Met ‘arthy’ s ollice / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is an estimate, a auess. 


} 


Mr. Me It RMOTT, After this OCCASION. when you ooked it sot he 
tabloid in page proof form, when did you next see a copy { 
rinted tabloid ¢ 

Mir. Parrt RSON, | believe it was the day after the election. 

a box holder out in Sandy Spring, Md.. where my home is, 
received a copy. 

Mr. Mc ‘Dermorrt. That was the dav after the election / 

Mr. Parrerson. I think it was. Of course, we don't pick up ow 
miedl every day. 

Mr. McDermorr. But it would have been received in your box o1 
either that day or the day before, or within a few days? 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes: that is rieht. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now. did vou have any discussion with the pet 
sonnel of the Times-Herald with reference to the payment for thei 
services in connection with the preparation of this tabloid ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. | did. At the time that Mrs. Miller said that the 
Times-Herald was goine to undertake this printing job, T think she 
remarked that she had quoted a price for the undertaking, and merely 
n passing I pointed our that the Times-Herald, as a corporation 
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would have to receive full value for their services, or be subject to 
criticism for having contributed to a political campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you subsequently, sir, understand that a 
charge was made ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Oh, a good time after the election, when the first 
rumors of an investigation occurred, why, I checked with the ac 
counting department and assured myself that they had_ received 
adequate compensation. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know what that was, the amount of it 4 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes; it was $1440. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in your capacity as attorney representing 
the Times-Herald, have you had many occasions in the past to re 
view literature and material of this type as being printed by them, 
as distinguished from the regular editions of their newspaper ? 

Mr. Parrerson. No: I have not. 

Mr. McDerermorr. Do you know whether it is the practice of the 
Times-Herald to print campaign literature and advertising material 
of this type ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Not within my experience at the Times-Herald, 
which extends back to November 1 of 1949. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Since November 1, 1949, up to the pres- 
ent time, is this the only instane e with which you are familiar where 
the Times-Herald printed material other than the regular editions of 
their own paper ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. It is. 

Mr. Mel 2 aa : Do vou know how ie iT copies O if the li ab loid were 
printed by the Times-Herald ? 

Mr. Parrerso nx. Five hundred thousand; that is my understanding. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in vour connection with this tabloid, when 
Vou looked at the page proot copy, or previously, did Vou meet Mr. 
Jon Jonkel / 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, I had met Mr. Jonkel, I would say, a mont 
rior to the election- socially. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Do you recall where that was? 

Mr. Parrerson. He was a guest at a rather large party, attending 

: pees r Kenny benefit program at the Shoreham Hotel. 

Mr. cDermorr. By whom was that party given / 

Mr. ome rson. That party was given > Mrs. Miller. 

Mr. McDermorr. The party was given by Mrs. Miller ‘ 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, sir 

Mr. McDermorr. It was about a month before the election / 

Mr. Parrerson. I would say so. 

Mr. McDermorr. And he was present ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in connection with your legal services to 
the Times-Herald, as related to the tabloid From the Record, did you 
ever have any dealings with a Mr. Purnell ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any dealings with a man by the 
iname of Freeman, Edward B. Freeman ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. No. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Did you have any dealings with a man by the 


inme of W. F. Peterson / 
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Mr. Parrerson. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you deal with anyone who was identified or 
known to you as a representative of an organization known as the 
Young Democrats for Butler / 

Mr. Parrerson. No; I didnot. I might remark that after the occa- 
sion of my examination of this tabloid, Mr. Smith told me that Mr. 
Peterson had come from Baltimore, had looked the matter over, and 
asked a few questions about it, and that was my first association of 
him with the Young Democrats for Butler. I have since been told 
that he came on behalf of them. 

Mr. McDermort. | see. ] believe J have ho other questions of Mr. 
Patterson, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith is with us. Do you have an) 
thing, Senator / 

Senator SmirnH. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any questions at this time, Mr. 
Hennings, before further examination ¢ 

Senator Hennineas. Mr. Patterson, you checked the material 
From the Record, I believe ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I made no independent examination of the back 
ground. I did check the contents of it as it appeared. 

Senator Henninas. Yes. You looked it over, and asked others as 
to whether the sources were authentic as relating to these articles / 

Mr. Parrerson. I did. 

Senator Hrnnines. And you were told that the sources were 
authentic ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And that they were derived from some t 
tofore printed articles ? 

Mr. Parrrerson. That is correct. 

Senator Henninos. Or from other records / 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Did you get into the question of fair argument 
or—— 
Mr. Parrerson. Well, I did. 

Senator Hennines. Or a discussion of matters which might be 
issue that as I know, and you know better than 1, perhaps, is a pretty 
difficult field in the law of libel, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, there are a few things that are either black 
or white. 

Senator Hennines. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And one must, for the most part, deal in proba 
bilities. 

I don’t think that I discussed with Mr. Smith or with Mr. Kerr, 
the legal premises for my review and passage of this as being non 
libelous, but necessarily I recognize that there is within the doctrine 
of fair comment on matters of public interest, and more particularly 
on political eandidates, a great deal of latitude. particularly where 
those comments and criticisms oceur in conjunction with a political 
campaign. 

Senator Henninas. Yes. 

Mr. Parrerson. Consequently, I felt that in the light of that legal 
background in case law, this circular was not libelous. 
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Senator Hennines. And you have had considerable experience in 
this field. Mr. Patterson. I believe you represented the Chicago 
Tribune, too, did you not ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, my firm in Chieago did, where IT was asso 
ciated before coming here. They represented the Tribune, and I did 
do work for them while in Chicago. 

Senator Hennings. That is all. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Suiru. Yes, Mr. Chairman: I would like to ask Mr. Patter 
son a question. 

Senator Monroney. Proceed. 

Senator Smrru. Were you present when Mr. Jonkel stated that the 
tabloid would give a defeated candidate something to hang his hat on 
In a potential complaint ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I have no recollection of that whatever. 

Senator Monronry. You mentioned that you talked to one man, 
I believe, on the Young Democrats for Butler. 

Mr. Parrerson, No, no: it was merely hearsay, that he had come, 
after I had reviewed the material and examined it, also while it was 

page-proof form. 

Senator Monronry. As an attorney for the publisher, or for the 
a doing the job-printing work, T should say, were you interested 

ill in the responsibility of the alles red sponsors 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, that raises a question 

Senator Monronery. In law—let me amplify that a bit—I am not a 
lawyer, and you will excuse me for not being as versed as my colleague 

in the law, but it would seem to me that if there was libel it would 

irst attach to the party in whose name the publication was issued. 
Tan’ that the general rule of law / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is the general rule. T will mention this fur 
ther consideration that T had in mind, and that is that at least in my 
mind there is a reasonable doubt as to the liability of the Times 
Herald for the mere printing of this affair, with which we parted 
company at the loading platform in the Times-Herald plant. 

Now, the authorization by the Young Democrats for Butler was 
appended when ] examined it. and I Mwy bave asked if this was a valid 
authorization, because [am familiar with the use of political fronts 
for campaign ‘literature, and obviously | was assured that they were 
hona fide sponsors. 

Senator Monroney. Had it been published over the Times-Herald 
nasthead, then vou would have had full responsibility for everything 
that was in it, would you not ¢ 

Mr. Parrerss IN. The re is no question about it, if it had been pub 
lished and distributed by the Times-Herald. 

Now, vou see, from a legal standpoint, the circulation in Maryland 
was by no means at the instance of the Times-Herald. That Was ac 
complished by Mr. Fedder 

Senator Monroney. [ see. And as you say, your issuance of the 
publication was actually in the city of W ashington, 

Mr. Parrerson. We just parted company, at least arguably as 
printers, at the loading platform at the Times-Herald plant. 

Senator Monroney. You did consider it important enough on the 
matter of secondary status in potential or possible libel action, that it 
did merit examination by you of the material / 
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Mr. Parrerson. Yes. There are no cases on the subject in the Dis 
trict of Columbia, but historically, in English law, ar is the 
antecedent of all our libel laws, they have gone so far as to indicate 
practically every one from the reporter on down through the com 
positor to the newsstand vendor as being technically liab le. 

Usually the focus of litigation is the person best able to satisfy the 
pote tial judgment. 

Senator Monroney. In examining the material you said that vou 
satisfied yourself that the background for the statements contained in 
From the Record were attributable either to speeches from the Con 
gressional Record or on the floor, or to columns by David Lawrence, 

I believe material from your own files or other newspaper files 

Mr. Parrerson. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney, They were not necessarily ascribed to the 
sources in all cases, were they / 

Mr. Parrerson. No; they were not. It was just to provide some 
assurance as to the validity of those opinions. 

Senator Monroney. That they had been expressed in other places / 

Mr. Pavrrerson. Yes: by reputable observers. 

Senator Monronery. I see. In your statement earlier, in talking 
about the composite photograph, you mentioned, I believe, that there 
was an obvious difference between that and the other photographs 
used in there. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Well, it was called specifically to my attention be 
cause of its uniqueness. 

Senator Monroney. Do you remember anything further, any furthe 
discussion about that ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. \\ ell, IT liad no concern with the political ethics of 
the composite picture, but T was interested in the fact that it wa 
labeled a composite, and that the column which carried the capti 
was an accurate report, and that was that. 

Senator Monroney. You mentioned that there was some associa 
tion, that the question about whether the association in the composite 
picture of Earl Browder, a known Communist, and Senator T vdings- 
what the difference of the association of these two COMPOS tes 
photograph would raise / 

Mr. Parrerson. If Mr. Browder had been picked out of the blu 
nd juxtaposed with Mr. TPydings, I believe there would be a muel 
more serious question that if you had not the background ot the 
Pydings committee henaries, the presence of Mr. Browder} at those 
hearings, and the relevance of this association to the mans charges 
of whitewash that had been made. 

Senator MONRONI me Well. did you Inquire as to the distance bet wee} 
the two at the time the photograph was taken of Mr. Browder, or thi 
position of the men / 

Mr. Parrerson. No: I did not. 

Senator Monroney. Or whether it would involve anv change 
rearranging and bringing of the two into conversation / 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, 1 did not think that the physical intima 
in any way would bear on the libelous aspects of it at all. 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Patterson, this composite, of course, i- 
very interesting phase of this examination which the committee 
conducting. 
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For example, if you were examining a well-known gangster and 
hoodlum on the witness stand, and thereafter your picture were to 
appear with your arm, as his is, in juxtaposition to Mr. Browder, would 
you feel that that was a fair representation, even though it was labeled 
a composite, of the degree of your intimacy or relationship to the 
well-known criminal? 

Mr. Parrerson. Of course, if he were my client, I would have no 
concern or compunction about it. 

Senator Hennings. I say, if you were cross-examining him, in which 
case he would not be your client, then what ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, even then I feel that as an attorney I still have 
the same obligations, whether I am cross-examining a man or examin- 
ing him as my client, and that is of objectivity, and I don’t think other 
attorneys would feel that I had been stigmatized by the association 
without more. 

Senator Hennings. But the general public, wouldn’t that embarrass 
vou a little bit with them ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I might have cause for complaint. 

Senator Hennines. And you would not feel that that would be 
precisely an accurate representation of your degree of intimacy with 
a criminal whom you happened to have been cross-examining, even 
though you have failed to shake his testimony, and even though the 
jury may have subsequently acquitted him, had he been the defendant ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Without more, I would not feel that I would be 
libeled. 

Senator Hennings. But possibly misrepresented ? 

Mr. Parrerson. That is very possible. 

Senator Hennings. Even though it might have been labeled a com- 
posite ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. It is still a possible consequence. 

Senator Hennings. Thank you, Mr. Patterson. 

Senator Monroney. I believe you said that half of the material that 
went into the tabloid you understood had been supplied by Senator 
MeCarthy’s office ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. That is purely an estimate. I have not gone over 
it carefully. It was possibly less, because I was just attributing the 
Congressional Record material to that source. 

Senator Monroney. Most of the Congressional Record material was 
from Senator McCarthy’s own remarks in the Senate, or was it from 
other remarks? 

fr. Paxrrerson. Primarily from his remarks, although there are 
tatements of other Senators 

Senator Monroney. Did you check in on the Korean War losses 
being due to the Senate Armed Services Committee ? 

a Parrerson. I did not. 

ator Monroney. Was there any background that you know of for 
hen it, th it the story was not questioned when you went over it ? 

Mr. Parrerson. There was none to my knowledge. I felt that the 
attribution of those casualties to the committee was a pure statement 
of opinion, and in retrospect I may say that to justify it as a permissible 
inference that a reasonable man might make from known facts, vou 
would have to look to statements made, for example, by other Senators 
over the recent months on the floor of the Senate. 
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Senator Monroney. Had there been statement or were you informed 
that there were statements blaming the Armed Services Committee of 
the United States Senate? 

Mr. Patrrerson. I made no such inquiry as to that. 

Senator MoNRONEY. Sir? 

Mr. Patrerson. I made no such inquiry as that. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Patterson, there has been some discussion about the 
law of libel. I just want to go into a couple of phases of it, if 
lon’t mind. 

Mr. Parrerson. Very well. 

Mr. Becker. Now, it is generally recognized that publications re 
carding public officers and candidates for office are to a large ‘measure 
privileged, isn’t that true 4 

Mr. PArrerson. 
of criticism. 

Mr. Becker. And this is known as the doctrine of fair comment, 
hich derives—well, I suppose it derives its heart and soul from the 
cuaranty of free speec ‘h contained in the United States Constitution, 

nd in the constitutions of the various States of our Union 
i | fact? 

Mr. Parrerson. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And both the English common law, which you just 
referred to, and the American common law have traditionaliy defended 

citizen’s right to express his sentiments and opinions regarding 
matters of public interest, and to criticize freely 

power, officials bearing a public trust 
= that a true statement of the law / 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, I am not too familiar with the E nelish back 
rround, except that I know that it has not displayed the liberality as 
taracterized by the expressions of American court 
ient of the Constitution. 

Mr. Becker. And this doctrine of fair comment which I have just 
olernes to, and which was derived from a guaranty in our Constitu- 
. has been literally interpreted in the courts of our: ountry / 

“Mr. Parrerson. Well, it has inextricab ly been linked with ou 
pt of freedom of press, and has in almost all the cases been the 
rowth of the various inte rp retations of the 


you 


There is a wide latitude of permissible expressions 


. isn’t that 


the Government in 
t, and ¢: andidates for pub lic office / 


since the enact 


guaranty of freedom 
press brought to bear on the problem by 
Mir. Beck r. And the freedom of speech and freedom of press are 
eat constitutional rights viven toa people in a republic such as ours / 
Mr. Parrerson. Well, 1 would say they 
olitieal system. 
Mr. Becker. As the right of newspapers and various other types 
publications, magazines, and so forth—they utilize this bulwark 
freedom and fair comment during election periods ¢ 
Mr. Parrerson. They have, to the utmost. It is apparent, to my 
pression, the natural and inevitable tendency of strong government 
d strong leaders to attempt to inhibit and restrict freedom of ex- 
ression and of eriticism. Well, it is just evidenced in every 
f recent periods in which the governments have felt 
eht as to above criticism. 


the courts 


are of the essence or our 


regime 


that they are so 
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Mr, Becker. In other words, totalitarian forms of government and 
similar forms of government have stifled freedom of speech and free 
dom of press through one way or another, and comment against public 
officials, and that type of restriction limits the real freedom of speech 
and freedom of press? 

Mr. Parrerson. While I was refreshing myself on this whole thing 
in anticipation of coming here, I ran across a statement which | 
brought along, which I think sort of epitomizes the totalitarian 
attitude. 

It is from a speech of Lenin in 1920, in Moscow, in which he said 

Why should freedom of speech and freedom of press be allowed? Why 
should a government which is doing what it believes to be right allow itself 
to be criticized? It would not allow Opposition by lethal weapons. Ideas are 
much more fatal things than guns. Why should any man be allowed to buy a 
printing press and disseminate pernicious opinions calculated to embarrass the 
government ? 

Mr. Becker. In politics, particularly in campaigns in our country. 
it isa case of a war of ideas, is it not ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Inevitably. 

Mr. Becker. And during the course of a campaign, newspapers 
and magazines hue to what is called in the law, fair comment on vari 
ous statements or opinions of public servants, either in a tribunal such 
as the Senate or the House, or on the public rostrum, isn’t that a 
fact ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, I think that the members of the subcommittee 
are more familiar with what takes place in highly partisan politica! 
campaigns than I, and perhaps they are not, regrettably, conducted 
in every instance on a plane that 1s desirable, but by and large, again 
this is just an assumption, my impression is that since the enactment 
of the Bill of Rights the general tendency has been one of improve 
ment, rather than deterioration, and that by and large political cand) 
dates and their protagonists do conduct themselves on a higher plane 
than they did earlier in our history. 

Mr. Becker. And you know from our political enc particularly 
with respect to politics al cartoons and statements made by candidates, 
from the President of the United States down, that have really bee 
rather vitriohe and forceful about their characterizations of candi 
dates running for pubhie oflice, as wel] as those who hold public trust ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Certainly. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Hennings. 


Senator Hennines. Wasn't the Bill of Rights incorporated in the 


original Constitution before we had any political campaigns, Mr. 
Patterson ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. The first 10 amendments / 

Mr. Parrerson. It was. 

Senator Henninos. So, there were not any campaigns before the 
Bill of Rights was incorporated in the Constitution / 

Mr. Parrerson. No, but they certainty did develop to their fruition 
under the Bill of Rights, and that freedom of expression was what 
was contemplated, I think, by the framers of the Constitution. 

Senator Hrennines. | must have misunderstood you, because I 
thought you said that before the adoption of the Bill of Rights cam 





ielhPiedt: 














MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 aoe 


paigns were conducted in a manner which was in all respects more 
abusive or detrimental] gn iracter than since the ‘edonition. 

Mr. Parrerson. No. What I was getting at by indirection was that 
the need for remedial legislation is probab ly less now than it has been 
at any time since then, insofar as restrictions on e xpressions on belalt 
( if political candidates are concerned, 

Senator Hennines. Then you do not believe that certain teclino 
logical advancements, such as the television, or the ability to create 
composite photographs might create an increasing hazard and danger 
toward misrepresentation, such as the ability to project over the 
elevision screen you or me in conversation with a well-known Com 
lunist or gangster or criminal é 

Mr. Parrerson. Of course, every technological advance, the moy 
! ido, te levision, : ana possil bly composite )) shot ovr iphs, but tho e othe 
seem to bring with them an irrepressible desire upon the part of thi 
(sovernment., anv goverhment, to regulate them.and I thi ! nm. that. how 
ever well premised those .regulations may be, they necessarily amount 

qualificatit ns on the freedom of speech and freedom of press Cual 
ties In our Constitution. 

Senator Hennines. Well, you are a fine lawyer, Mr. Patterson, and 
| don’t quibble with you at all about your interpretation of most of 
vhat you said, but would you feel it to be within the realm of fair 
comment if you or ] were to be pictured OoOhoa television screeh dn a 
rather mtimate or revealing conversation with a well-known thief 

Communist, indicating that we were on a basis of camaraderie, and 
have it appear that we were talkine 1 terms of gveniality wn 
issociation with such a character? Tam just wondering how f: 
your opinion, the law should go on that question, and whether 1 

hould be some restriction sometimes. 

Mr. Parrrerson. I do think that the case law now existing on the 
ubject is suflicient so that vou or Tin that situation could determine 
hether or not there extsted a civil remedy: in other words, whethe1 
he point had been passed of permissible comment, and 

Which eivil redress Wis permissible, anal We could ava | Ours }y 
the courts ina civil libel action to satisfy our injured feelings. 

Senator Hennings. But civil redress comes a little late in a political 
ampaign. You do not have an opportunity for civil redress: do you 
Mr. Parrerson. That is very true, but IT think the civil redress is 

preferable to perhaps anticipatory restraints. At least, | feel there 
wou rf | hea formid: ib le dithe ulty if every candidate for oflice had to be 
identified with every statement made on his behalf, or every effort 
made to secure his election, by one of his supporters, because I well 
appreciate the fact that a good many people operate independently 
ana _ from candidates without any consultation whatever, and it 
s just Impossible to govern them. 

Sendint Hennines. Without respect to the particular campaign 
that we are immediately considering, don't you feel that there is a real 
hazard in graphically projecting upon television screens a misrepre 
entation of association or interchange of ideas and thoughts ’ 

Mr. Parrerson. Without opportunity for rebuttal, ves. 

Senator Hrennines. Having you talking to someone you have neve) 
een, for example, and never been associated with, in an entire ‘ly dif 
ferent way from that portrayed by television / 
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Mr. Parrerson. It would be injurious, just as injurious statement: 
might be; when you are given no opportunity to rebut them or dem 
onstrate the true facts, it certainly would be harmful. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question / 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smirn. Like Chairman Monroney, 1 am not a lawyer, and 
1 would like to ask you the $64 question : 

1 would like your opinion, as a lawyer, where is the line to be draw: 
between freedom of press and libel / 

Mr. Parrerson. That, of course, is what our jury system is calcu 
lated to do, with reasonable effectiveness, and that is the ultimate re 
course of one who is damaged. It is just impossible to define the line 
and I feel that legislation and legislative attempts at definition ar 
necessarily so static, so incapable of adjustment to changing time 
and situations, as to provide an unsatisfactory remedy. 

Senator Smrrn. You would think it was hopeless, then, to try t 
determine where the line is / 

Mr. Parrerson. Not hopeless, but possibly of dubious value. 

Senator Smrru. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. I am sure this committee and all the Mensbers 
of the Senate are deeply appreciative of the tremendous value of the 
freedom of press. I mean, if you have to put up with abuses, we 
would all rather put up with ‘those than sacrifice our freedom of 
press. 

We are concerned, and I believe every citizen is concerned, with thi 
responsibility of statements which go beyond my ability as an indi 
vidual to speak to 10 citizens, and my ability to get on a Nation-wid 
hook-up, and speak without assuming the responsibility for what | 
say, and operate under the customary laws of libel. 

Do you know of any cases where a court has held that the publics 
tion of false statements or misrepresentations have been within tli 
realm of fair comment ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I cannot give you the citations. I would be glad 
to provide you with a brief statement of them. 

Senator Monroney. | thought in your research you might hav 
found where the courts found where this was a falsification, but it was 
fair comment, 

Mr. Parrerson. I am going to offer to submit a few to you. One 
that I recall, and my reservation because of my lack of immediate 
familiarity with all the facts, but there is the ¢ ase of Baile y Vv. Charles 
fon Mail Assoc vation, a West Virginia case, in 1943, the citation is 27 
Southeastern 2d, 857, and if you would care to have me do so, I would 
read these facts sath ‘y are here. I apologize— 

Senator Monroney. Could you brief them? Would it be very long 

Mr. Parrrrson. Not too long. 

Senator Monroney. Go ahead. 

Mr. Parrerson. But the facts were that the plaintiff, the injure 
party, was a State road commissioner of West Virginia who ha: 
purchased on behalf of the State a bridge across the Ohio River. 

Now, this defendant newspaper, the Charleston Mail, published 
editorial referring to the multiplying scandals of the Neely adminis 
tration, stating that the purchase of the bridge had not been mac 
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directly from the bridge owner, because there would have been no 
“oravy” for anybody in such an arrangement. 

The State administration in the most accommodating way dealt 
with an agent in the transaction with the bridge company, the edito 
rial stated. 

The editorial went on to say that the agent, closely related with the 
Neely deal, was a prominent politician of Cabell € ey. and not a 
State officeholder, who had proceeded to option the bridge propert) 
in the sum of $990,000, then turned around and sold it to the State 
for $1,040,000, a neat clean-up of $50,000, 

The editorial stated that the Cabell County politician who turned 
this trick knows best whether he was able to keep all the protit for 
himself, 

Finally, the editorial concluded : 

fhere are those who know probably just what the Cabell gentleman 
vas in this bond transaction. We don’t. 

Now, the newspaper pleaded fair comment, and its right and duty 
to pub licize or criticize the acts of officers and agents of the State 
relating to the expenditure of public funds. 

(And it was stated by the plaintiff and Lam now trying to avoid 
what happened technically here—the defendant was unsuccessful 
in pleading that an agent had been employed for the purpose of jusi 
re apne this intermediate SHOL00 profit ‘and the court directed its 

ention to the defendant’s plea that the subject of the editorials was 

la of public interest and concern, and that the defendant was 

enitled to discuss the same thoroughly, and that although, according 

to the court, untrue statements may have ap peared in this editorial 

f they were made in good faith and without malice, and upon reason 

le information and reasonable grounds for belief, then the editorials 
vere not actionable. 

The court, in outlining its reasons, stated the principal reasons as 

ened for the majority rule does not tolerate untrue statements of 


lt reads: 


The principal reasons assigned for the majority rule is that honest men wil 
be deterred from seeking and holding public offices and that the press wi 
become depraved and assume a license to publish libelous matter. On the con 
trary, cases which follow the minority rule advance the reasons that denial of 
qualified privilege shields the dishonest official from criticism and lowers the 
standard of official conduct; that the honest public officer will suffer no harm 
by permitting official acts to be convassed wtih a freedom and latitude con 
sistent with good faith and that freedom of statement is conducive to a high 
standard in the activities of the public press. We accept and approve the rea 

ns adduced for the last-mentioned rule 


The court then disapproved prior West Virginia cases insofar as 
they supported the majority view. 

The court concluded b y stating that 

A citizen of a free state having an interest in the conduct of the affairs of his 
government should not be held to strict accountability for misstatements of 


fact if he has tried to ascertain the truth and, on a reasonable basis, honestly 
and in good faith believes that the statements made by him are true 


It goes on furt her : 


In accordance with the better-reasoned rule on the subject, we reach the con 
usion that the official acts of a public officer are of such concern and importance 
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to the public generally that a misstatement thereof is qualifiedly privileged if 
made in good faith and in a reasonable and honest belief that the statement is 
trie We restrict the rule, as stated above, to official acts done in the per 
formance of a public officer's official duties. 

In other words, this minority view does go to the extent of saying 
that fair comment extends to actual untrue or misstatements of fact, 

f those are made in good faith with reasonable belief in their validity 
and for good motive. 

Senator Monroyry. In other words, if they are not deliberate mis 
statements or deliberate misrepresentations / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is true. 

Senator MONRONEY. Kve ‘nthe minority holding will : > mace | in whrat 
the newspaper was printing which they beheved to be true: is that 
correct / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is meht 

Senator Monroney. If I understand it. 

Mir. Parrerson. Yes: that is right. [Tf it was m accord with honest 

ournalistic standards. 

Senator Monroney. If the composite picture we are concerned with 
did intend to reflect pon the loyalty of Mr. Tydings, that was not 

ide to the best of the knowledge and belief that that was a true repre 
sent: an iu of the situation when the picture was originally taken 4 

Mr. Parrerson. If that were the demonstrable intention, ves. But, 
for example, if Mr. Tydings had been shown in conjunction with Alger 
Hiss, for example, rather than with a man who is and has been for 

irs recognized outwardly as the leader of the Communist Party, | 

ould say if would probably be hore libelous—well, not more libelous, 


l 


buat Prag akan 


Dae KER. You mentioned two i port: ht ele 1ehts, ohne efen le 
Lo or al faith and the other to malice. 

Malice is quite an essential ingredient and an Important element of 
that type of wrong, let's put it tha 

Mr. Parrerson. It is an indispensable element in criminal libel 

s not necessarily in civil libel. 

Mir. Beexer. That is what [Tam coming to. 

Mr. Parr RSON. In activation of damages. 

Mr. Becker. There is a distinction between what is known as crim 
nal libel and civil libel: isn’t there / 

Mr. Parrerson. Well. certainly. Criminal libel is a statutory crime. 
It is not often availed of currently - it has fallen into disuse, 

Mr. Beexer. One other question, Mr. Patterson: You refer to an 
other element with — to libel, and you brought in Mr. Fedder’s 
name as being the pub jlisher. Isn't it a fact and axiomatie in the law 
that there is a distinction between printing and publication 4 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is. How far the distinction can be carried 
to insulate one’s self from lability is questionable. 

Mr. Becker. I am referring to the legal distinction between print 
ing something and keeping it in one’s archives where it is not 
distributed. 

Mr. Parrerson. That is correct, because the essence of libel is the 
publication. 

Mr. Becker. That is correct. In other words, assuming that you 
printed From the Record, and kept it in the garage or a warehouse, it 


would have no significance until someone published it or circulated it, 





SS a Are a as teria hs oe a es 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 339 


or whatever means they used to publish that particular article, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Parrerson. It would have very limited significance. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. Thank you very much. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Patterson, the question of good faith and, 
to a degree, motive inheres in this entire problem we have been dis- 
cussing; does it not 

Mr. Parrerson. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, to correct the record, in res ponse to an 
early question asked by Senator Hennings, you referred to a Mr. Kerr. 
So as not to inject a new personality, that was an inadvertent thing, 
you meant Miss Kerr; didn’t you? 

Mr. Parrerson. I meant to say Miss Jean Kerr, 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. At any time during the discussions were you 
told or did you learn whose idea it was to issue the tabloid publication 4 

Mr. Parrerson. No, I did not discuss that with Mrs. Miller at all. 
What I know since is hearsay. 

Senator Monroney. Sir? 

Mr. Parrerson. I say, what I have heard since the investigations 
began is the basis for my information as to the various moving sources. 

Senator Monroney. And it was pretty well fait accompli when you 
came into it / 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. It was in galley-proof form or was it in page- 
proof form / 

Mr. Parrerson. By the time I looked at it it was in page-proof 
form. 

Senator Monronry. Was the art work in at that time, too? 

Mr. Parrerson. It was. 

Senator Monroney. The whole thing? 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And the distribution, so far as you know, on 
the composite picture, was only what you have told us, that there was 
an obvious difference and it was a question of what association it 
would raise 4 

Mr. Parrerson. That is the only picture on that page on which they 
felt I should pass specifically. 

Senator Monroney. And you felt that there was no libel? 

Mr. Parrerson. I did not. 

Senator Hrennines. Did you go into the interstate phase of this, 
too? I take it you did. 

Mr. Patrerson. Sir? 

Senator Hennings. Did you go into the question of transporting 
material across the State line? 

Mr. Parrerson. I am not sure that I understand exactly what you 
mean. Do you mean the applicable Federal statute? 

Senator Hennrnas. Yes; the Federal statute re lating to the trans- 
portation of material, if libelous, across the State line. 

Mr. Parrerson. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Well, Mr. Patterson, you understood, I believe, 
that the 500,000 copies of that tabloid were being printed with the 
intention that they be distributed; wasn’t that your impression ? 
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Mr. Parrerson. Certainly. 

Senator Smira. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Smith. 

Senator Suirx. Mr. Patterson, I recall you said something about 
printing for the archives, those things that might never be seen. Is 
there a legal distinction between printing for publication and print- 
ing for nonpublication ? 

Mr. Parrerson. No; as a practical matter it is virtually impossible 
to print not for publication, so far as the law of libel is concerned, 
because even the communication of libelous matter to one other person 
satisfies the requirement of publication, so that almost inevitably 
there is legally publication. 

Senator Smiru. There is no distinction between the two? 

Senator Hennrnes. You say if one other person sees it it consti- 
tutes libel? 

Mr. Parrerson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Would you bear with me, please, because I am 
not a Jawyer. Are there any cases which hold that it is libelous to 
print the fact that a man is a Communist or is a Communist sympa- 
thizer or a fellow traveler ?¢ 

You can call me a horse thief or suspect me of being a horse thief 
and I think I have a libel case. 

Mr. Parrerson. In Oklahoma you have. 

Senator Monroney. But this new development in questioning a 
man’s loyalty, which is a rather serious matter, I think, to any good 
American—— 

Mr. Parrerson. Oh, it is, and since 1946 there is a fairly well- 
developed line of cases holding that to falsify or to falsely accuse a 
person of being a Communist is libelous. 

Senator Monroney. Is that just the card-carrying Communist? 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t think it necessarily demonstrates card- 

carrying tendencies. That is your perjury problem. 

Mr. Becxer. As a matter of fact, in New York State it is libelous 
per se. I think one of the first cases held, calling a person a Com- 
munist is libelous per se, or slanderous per se. 

Senator Monronry. Does the committee have any further ques 
tions? If not, thank you very much sir, for appearing here before us. 

Mr. Parrerson. You are welcome, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Will you call your next witness, please. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I will call Mr. Edward B. Freeman. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Freeman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWARD B. FREEMAN 


Mr. McDermorr. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Freeman. Edward B. Freeman. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what is your residence address, Mr. Free- 
man ? 

Mr. Freeman. 1108 Bryn Mawr Road, Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your age, sir? 

Mr. Freeman. Forty-six. 
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Mr. McDermorrt. Forty-six? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your employment, Mr. Freeman? 

Mr. Freeman. I am a partner of Lockwood, Peck & Co. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your business 4 

Mr. Freeman. We are members of the New York Stock Exchange. 

Mr. McDermorr. And your company has its oflices—— 

Senator Monronry. The committee will please be in better order. 
We have acoustics here that are not so good and will you please speak 
up so that the press will be able to hear your statement ? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your firm maintains its office in the city of Bal- 
timore, Md. ? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes; New York and Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Now, in the recent senatorial campaign in the 
State of Maryland, what was your position or capacity in an organiza- 
tion known as the Young Democrats for Butler? 

Mr. Freeman. I was the chairman. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were the chairman of that organization ? 

Mr. Freeman. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, could you tell us when that organization 
was first organized ? 

Mr. Freeman. E: arly in October. The exact date I could not say 
offhand, but I would say probably, oh, roughly around the 12th or 
15th. That is a guess as to the date, but it was somewhere in that 
vicinity. 

Mr. McDermorr. Approximately the 12th or 15th of October 1950; 
is that right ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. That is correct. I would prefer to say early in 
October. I think that would be a little better. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, at whose suggestion was the organization 
formed ? 

Mr. Freeman. John Purnell, an old friend of mine, asked me 

f | would serve as chairman of a group of young men, all friends 
ue his, and being anxious to do something to promote the success of 
Mr. Butler, 1 very gladly acquiesced. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you consented to serve as chairman ? 

Mr. Freeman. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where and when did you have your first organ- 
izational meeting ¢ 

Mr, Freeman. In my office, in the Keyser Building, a few days 
after he had asked me to serve as chairman. 

Mr. McDermorr. When would that have been, approximately ? 

Mr. Freeman. Well, as I said, between the 12th and the 15th, it 
would have been the 14th or 17th, I would not have the exact date, 
but it was somewhere in that period. It was very shortly thereafter. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who attended that first organizational meeting 
of the Young Democrats for Butler? 

Mr. Freeman. Oh, do you want the names? 

Mr. McDermorr. I would like them; yes. 

Mr, Freeman. I would like to point out that the names that I 
will give you gladly, took no active part at all. In fact, they did 
nothing, but I will give you their names. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Let’s, first of all, determine who was at the organ- 
izational meeting, the first meeting held in your office about the 17th 
of October. 

Mr. Freeman. Mr. O’Donovan, Dr. Kirkpatrick—maybe I have a 
list of them here | looking at document]. Mr. Offutt and the other 
members of the group I cannot remember whether they were there or 
not, were Courtney Pacbsnsaelt that is as far as I recall. I think 
that is about all. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Was Mr. Purnell at that first meeting? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. So there would be Mr. Purnell and yourself and 
these other three gentleman whom you have mentioned, approximately 
five? 

Mr. Freeman. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many meetings did you hold? 

Mr. Fereman. I think we only held one other; I am sure it was only 
one more. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that also held at your office ? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And it was attended by approximately the same 
people whom you have named ? 

Mr. Freeman. I think there may have been one or two others, but 
I cannot recall whether these men were there or not. 

We had no official roster. It was a very informal meeting. We did 
not talk about very much. In general we just discussed what we 
could do, and it was so unimportant, that is the reason I cannot 
remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. You cannot remember? 

Mr. Freeman. I cannot remember. We just thought that we were 
going to send out postal cards and things like that. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe you served as chairman and Mr. Pur- 
nell had an office in the organization; did he not ? 

Mr. Freeman. He was treasurer. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Did he have any other offices—or rather, did you 
have any other offices or officers. 

Mr. Freeman. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. The two officers were Mr. Purnell and yourself?! 

Mr. Freeman. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you discuss the raising of funds for the objec- 
tives of your group? 

Mr. Freeman. At those meetings, yes. Yes, we all said that we 
would like—that we thought it would be a good idea if we could raise 
some money. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you proceed to raise funds? 

Mr. Freeman. We collected some funds. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, was there any affiliation of your group with 
the Young Democrat clubs of the St: ate of M: aryl: and? 

Mr. Freeman. None. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were in no way affiliated with the various 
Young Democrat clubs in the State? 

Mr. Freeman. None; no. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who suggested or selected the name for your 
organization ? F 
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Mr. Freeman. Mr. Purnell told me the name, but whether he 
selected the name or not, I cannot be sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Isee. Now, I direct your attention to the tabloid 
entitled “From the Record,” which has been identified in the record 
of this subcommittee as Exhibit No. 1, and I will call your attention 
to the fact that in the caption of the tabloid it reads: “Authorized by 
the Young Democrats for Butler, Edward B. Freeman, chairman; 
John B. Purnell, treasurer.” 

Now, when did you first have occasion to see this tabloid, either in 
copy form or page proof form, or printed form 4 

Mr. Freeman. I cannot give you the exact date, but it was after it 
had been distributed. 

Mr. McDermorr. So the first time you had occasion to see this 
exhibit was after it had been distributed; is that correct ? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall how it was brought to your atten- 
tion ? 

Mr. Freeman. Well, I received some telephone calls from friends 
of mine kidding me about it. I had not seen A I had read in the 
Sun that Senator Tydings had brought the tabloid circular, or what- 
ever you want to call it, From the Record, to the people’s attention, 
and that was the first that I had seen of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the first knowledge you had of the publi- 
cation of the tabloid ? 

Mr. Freeman. Of the spceific tabloid, yes. Mr. Purnell had said 
to me that one of our activities might be printing a paper. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. He said that one of your activities mi 
be that. Was there any further discussion of that at either of t 
meetings which your organization held / 

Mr. Freeman. No. 

Mr. McDi RMOTT, Is that the substance and the entire substance of 
your conversation with Mr. Purnell, with reference to this tabloid, 
before it was called to your attention after election / 

Mr. Freeman. I had no conversation with Mr. Purnell about this 
tabloid before or after. 

fr. McDermorr, Did you know prior to the time that it was called 
to your attention after election that such a tabloid had in fact been 
printed and distributed under your authorization ? 

Mr. Freeman. I knew nothing at all about a tabloid. Will you say 
that again, please ? . 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you read the question ? 

(The question was re ad by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Freeman. No: I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had no prior knowledge ? 

Mr. Freeman. I had no prior knowledge of the tabloid until it was 
brought to my attention that it had been on the street. 

Mr. McDermort. So, therefore, although you were chairman of 
the Young Democ rats for Butler, you discussed with no one the ar- 
rangements for its printing, the obt: uning of estimates for its print- 
Ing, the materi: il th: at woul | be inclu led in the copy, or did you ex 
amine it in page-proof form; is that right ? 

Mr. FREEM iN. I had nothing to do with it. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall having any conversations with Jon 
Jonkel with reference to this tabloid ? 

Mr. Freeman. I have never met Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have never met him? 

Mr. Freeman. I have never met him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you ever had telephone conversations with 
him, with reference to the activities of your organization / 

Mr. Freeman. I have not. 

Mr. McDermorr. In his testimony to this subcommittee, Mr. Jonkel, 
on page 598 of the record, in referring to the genesis of this tabloid 
which has been identified as exhibit 1 states: 

There were a lot of people who seemed to know that we were going to have 
such a thing before they actually—by “they” I mean Mr. Peterson, Mr. Purnell 
and Mr. Freeman—before they came into this thing. 

And then he goes on to explain that he had conversations with you 
about it. 

Then on page 600 of the record, and subsequent pages, he says that 
he did discuss this matter with you. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Freeman. He is mistaken, because I had never met Mr. Jonkel. 

Now, I can understand how he could be easily confused in the heat 
of a political campaign, and in the confusion that probably went on, 
that he may have ide ntified me with the group, having seen my name 
or heard my name, but I have never met Mr. Jonkel, and therefore 
I could not have spoken to him about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever have any conversation with John 
Marshall Butler with reference to this tabloid and its distribution, 
either before or after election ? 

Mr. Freeman. I did not. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, when this matter was called to your atten- 
tion after election, I infer from what you have said that it came as 
somewhat of a surprise to you; is that correct ? 

Mr. Freeman. Very much. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at that time did you make any inquiry to 
determine where the tabloid originated, or by whom it was distributed, 
or the circumstances of its origin and distribution ? 

Mr. Freeman. I did not. 

Mr. meee You made no inquiry whatsoever? 

Mr. Freeman. I did not. 

Mr. McDernorr. Now, are you familiar with the payment for the 
printing of the tabloid whic h, according to the testimony previously 
given to this subcommittee, was done by the Times-Herald here in 
Washington ? 

Mr. Freeman. Mr. Purnell has informed me that he paid the $1,440. 
Mr. McDermorr. He paid it in his individual capacity or as treasur- 
‘of the organization ? 

Mr. Freeman. As treasurer. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he tell you the source of the funds with which 
that payment was made? 

Mr. Freeman. As I remember it, he told me that the Republican 
headquarters told him that they would see to it that he got the 
money. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, what Republican headquarters are you re 
ferring to? Are you referring to the headquarters of Senator John 
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Mr. Freeman. This came afterwards, you see, I found out, or I 
heard none of this, I had never heard of this before; you see, this 
was all afterwards. 

Mr. McDermorrt. That is right. 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, and Mr. Butler, Senator Butler—— 

Mr. McDermorr. So Mr. Purnell told you that Mr. Butler’s head- 
quarters told him they would see that he got the money to pay the 
Times-Herald bill ? 

Mr. Freeman. That is true. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know the amount of that bill? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, it is $1,440. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know the amount of the contribution that 
Mr. Purnell and the organization of which you were chairman did 
receive from Senator Butler’s campaign headquarters ? 

Mr. Freeman. No. I do not, but Mr. Purnell has all of the records. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you, as chairman of the Young Demo- 
crats for Butler, make any of the arrangements for the distribution 
of that tabloid in the State of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you ever consulted by anyone with reference 
to its distribution ? 

Mr. Freeman. I was not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, to review your testimony then, Mr. Free- 
man, the first time the tabloid came to your attention was after dis- 
tribution had been completed, and that was subsequent to the elec- 
tion? 

Mr. Freeman. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you had no contact or identification with 
it, or knowledge of its, prior to that time? 

Mr. Freeman. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. You made no arrangements for its printing, and 
you made no arrangements for its distribution ? 

Mr. Freeman. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your organization paid the Times-Herald bill 
W ith funds which were promised to you by Senator Butler’s campaign 
committee ? 

Mr. Freeman. I get that from Mr. Purnell, who was my treasurer. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Henninas. Yes. 

Mr. Freeman, you are a Democrat, by conviction ? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennineos. And belief? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrnas. And I take it, by practice some of the time? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, some of the time. 

Senator Hrenninos. And you are also a Young Democrat? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henntnas. How old are you? 

Mr. Freeman. Well, I am not so young. T am 46, although that is 
open to argument as to whether 46 is young or not. I think it is 
young. 
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Senator Hennrnes. Well, that is the age of some of us here. 

Senator Smrrn. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And certainly it is much older than Senator 
Smith. 

Did you ever have any meetings of the club, of the organization ? 

Mr. Freeman. Well, we had these two meetings, and that was all. 

Of course, Mr. Purnell’s office is right next to mine. He and I were 
old friends, and we had been in and out of our offices, talking about 
different things. 

But the other members of the organization, they just appeared at 
the meetings, and that was the end of it. 

Senator Hennincs. How many members did you have, Mr. Free- 
man ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. I think I mentioned about four or five. They took 
such an inactive part, as I did, and that is the reason that I did not 
like to mention their names, because I thought it was a rather—— 

Senator Hennineés. I am not going to ask you for their names now. 

Mr. Freeman. Well, I have given them. 

Senator Hennrnos. I mean any other names. 

Mr. Freeman. It did not mean anything. 

Senator Hennines. If there were any others. There were about 
four or five of you? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. You called it the Young Democrats for Butler. 
Did you keep any minutes of the meetings 4 

Mr. Freeman. No; the meetings were not like that, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. You did not have an election of oflicers ? 

Mr. Freeman. We discussed practically nothing. We decided that 

e had such little time, only a few weeks, that we did not feel like we 
sill do very much, that we got started too late. That is one thing 
I do remember we did say at the meeting. 

Senator Hennines. Virtually all of the members were officers, were 
they not ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. Sir? 

Senator Hennines. I say, virtually all of the members were officers ? 

Mr. Freeman. There is no question about it. 

Senator Henninos. There were no privates 

Mr. Freeman. That is right, no privates. 

Senator Hennines. That is all. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Freeman, yeste rd: ay I believe—well, I can- 
not find the exact place in the testimony, but I am sure it is in there— 
Mr. Jonkel testified that you did consider: able radio work in the ecam- 
paign, or that you had spot announcements and made speeches and 
things of that kind. 

Now, I wonder if vou could tell us which of the four members of 
the organization participated actively in that ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. Well, I cannot, because Mr. Purnell handled all of 
the details. He handled all of the radio, and I did. on one oceasion 
Mr. Purnell asked me if I could not get a young—or if I could get a 
Young Democrat who would make a telecast. 

I had a young friend, and I asked him if he would be willing to do 
that, and I arranged for that. That is, I arranged for him to go to, 
I think it was WBAL, if [remember rightly—Mr. Purnell would have 
the records on that—and he spoke over tele ision. 
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Senator Monronry. That was the extent of the radio activity ? 

Mr. Freeman. That was the extent of my activity. 

Senator Monronry. So far as you know, there were none of the 
other members of the four who participiated in the planning of radio 
programs ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. I feel sure of it, yes. 

Senator MONRONEY. So vou did not know who made the request to 
Mr. Purnell to produce a Young Democrat ? 

Mr. Freeman. That is right. 

Senator Monronery. Could you give us his name? 

Mr. Freeman. Who? 

Senator MonRONEY. The name of the ventleman that you secured 
that was a Young Democrat. 

Mr. Freeman. Oh, yes, Oscar LeMoyne. He is now in the armed 
ser ices. 

Senator Monronry. He was a Young Democrat ? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes; he was a Young Democrat. He was really 
yvoung. He was about 22. 

* Senator Monronry. That was television, and he had to be? 

Mr. Freeman. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Had you ever been a member of the League of 
Young Democrats for the State of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Had Mr. Purnell? 

Mr. Freeman. So far as I know, no. I fee] sure in saying that he 
was not. 

Senator Monronry. How about any of the other members in the 
organization ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. No. 

Senator Monroney. They had never held any party office, I mean, 
such as precinct committeeman / 

Mr, Freeman. Not that I know of, and I doubt it very much. They 
were complete amateurs. 

Senator Monronry. Only as they had been voting generally the 
Democratic ticket, that was the test of membership ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. Do you have anything further? 

Mr. Becker. I have just a few questions. 

Mr. Freeman, under the laws of Maryland, did you form a polit eal 
committee known as the Young Democrats for Butler, and so advise the 
secretary of state? 

Mr. Freeman. I did. 

Mr. Brecxer. I show you a letter and ask you if that is a copy of 
the letter you sent to the secret: iry of state for the formation of such 
a political committee. 

Mr. Freeman. I did. I sent that, and I received this | exhibiting 
document rece ipt on October 25. 

Mr. Becker. May Task, Mr. Chairman, that they both be introduced 
in evidence? They will be known as exhibits 46 and 47. The answer 
from the executive department will be No. 47. 

(The documents referred to above were marked as “Exhibits Nos. 
46 and 47.” and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Becker. At the time, or prior to the formation of the Young 
Democrats for Butler, did you meet Mr. Butler ¢ 
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Mr. Freeman. Oh, I have met him. I have known Mr. Butler for 
years. 

Mr. Becker. You have known him and seen him? 

Mr. Freeman. But I did not know him in a political capacity. My 
only contact with Mr. Butler was when I went to the Republican 
headquarters one afternoon with this group and spoke to Mr. Butler. 

This was, as I say, just early in October. 

Mr. Brecker. You were in the campaign headquarters of Senator 
Butler ¢ 

Mr. Freeman. Yes. I went there with Mr. Purnell and some other 
members of the group. This was just when—I think maybe a day or 
so after Mr. Purcell asked me to serve as chairman. I cannot give 
you the exact dates. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever have any communications with anyone 
else in the office, such as Mrs. Van Dyke, either telephonic communica- 
tion or correspondence ¢ 

Mr, Freeman. Mrs. Van Dyke, as I remember, called me one day 
and asked me for my full name and address. That is about all I 
can remember. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Purnell, he was more or less the spark plug or the 
fellow who carried on the entire activities of the political committee, 
was he not ? 

Mr. Freeman. I left everything to him, because I was very busy at 
the time, the market was very active. 

Mr. Purnell was an old friend of mine, and I have and had great 
faith in him, and I felt freely that he would do the right thing. 

Mr. Brecker. And you had a wholehearted purpose in supporting 
actively Senator Butler’s campaign / 

Mr. Freeman. Absolutely. 

Mr. Becxer. By means of this political committee, known as the 
Young Democrats for Butler ? 

Mr. Freeman. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. There isn’t any question about that? 

Mr. Freeman. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. 

Senator Hennines. On whose advice did you write the letter to 
the secretary of state / 

Mr. Freeman. Mr. Purnell gave me the letter and asked me if I 
would sign it and send it in. I signed it and mailed it. 

I saw nothing wrong with it. It looked all right to me. 

Senator Monroney. Is that all, Senator Hennings / 

Senator Henninas. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. McDermott, do you have any further 
questions ? 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions of this witness. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming down. 

Mr. McDermorr. Thank you, Mr. Freeman. 

Senator Monroney. Will you call vour next witness, please / 

Mr. McDermort. I will call Mr. John B. Purnell. 

Senator Monroney. Will you raise your right hand, please. 

Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Purnewy. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN B. PURNELL 


Mr. McDermott. The committee is ready. You may proceed. 

Mr. Purne.i. 1 might say, Mr. Chairman, that we did have a few 
privates in this organization, Mr. Hennings, and I will tell you about 
that a little later on. 

My name is John B. Purnell. I have lived in Maryland all my life, 
and live there now. I am a veteran, having served in the Twenty- 
ninth Infantry Division, which, as you know, made the initial 
sault on Omaha Beach in Normandy on June 6, 1944. 

I believe I have a deep interest in the welfare and progress of my 
country, and I was one of the organizers and became treasurer of 
the Young Democrats for Butler. 

Young Democrats for Butler were organized in the following man- 
ner: A great deal of feeling had been aimed against Mr. Tydings by 
virtue of the so-called whitewash investigation, and this feeling was 
particularly strong among young people, including a few of my 
friends who were virtus ally, all Democrats. 

However, we all came to feel rather strongly about the situation, 
and to take more interest than previously in politics. We were not 
organized at all. 

l have a ver Vv good friend, Mr. W. P. Peterson, who one d: ay, know- 
ing my sentiments, asked me if I would be interested in forming some 
sort of a group to work actively in the senatorial election. I said 
that I would certainly be interested in doing something tangible, 
and he said that he knew of a number of other young people who felt 
the same way. 

A meeting of a small group was planned, and I telephoned Mr. Ed- 
ward B. Freeman, and at my suggestion he agreed to serve as chair- 
man, and I became treasurer of Young Democrats for Butler. 

We then paid a formal call on Mr. Butler. We offered our services 
and cooperation to him, and he expressed his appreciation for our 
offer of assurance. Beyond this, a fleeting glimpse was all any of us 
had of Mr. Butler during the campaign. 

While our original idea had been to have a large paper committee, 
our solicitation of members did not last long or extend far. We soon 
found that a small, active group could do more and was better than 
a large inert one. 

~~ principal activities started on October 20 and consisted of : 

. Worked up and sponsored approximately 15 20-second radio 
san on Stations WBAL, WFBR, WCBM, and WCAO. These are 
all Baltimore stations, and the total cost was $297.50. 

. We arranged with about 15 different volunteer groups of women 
to write our longhand the text for, and to address, stamp, and mail 
approximately 25,000 post cards. It cost the Young Democrats 
nothing, and it was an excellent present. 

3. We arranged for Miss Bertha Adkins, national committeewoman 
from Maryland, to address a meeting of Baltimore County women. 

4. Participated in two telecast and radio programs sponsored by 
a. headquarters. 

5. Prepared, arranged for, and sponsored small ad for 2 days on 
page 3 of Baltimore Evening Sun. Total cost $46.75. 
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Now, I might add here on this figure of $46.75, I think in my state- 
ment I said that it cost $47.20, but the Sun sent me 45 cents back in 
stamps. 

6. Sponsored a four-page paper called From the Record. The cost 
of printing this paper was $1.440. 

7. Sponsored and arranged for a full-page advertisement in the 
Baltimore Sunday American, for which we paid $1,741. 

Worked on the preparation of arrangements, and sponsored 
one-half hour radio program on WFBR, consisting of 15-minute dis- 
cussion by Mr. we D. Carroll, retired estate counselor, and 5 min- 
utes each by Brig. Gen. Henry C. Evans—incidentally, he was my 
regimental commander when we first went in—commander, Maryland 
National Guard; John R. Shea, former general manager, Western 
Electric Co., and Charles H. Roloson, Jr., insurance executive. 

An advertisement announcing the program, and costing $152, was 
run in the Evening Sun, and another costing $60 in the Baltimore 
News-Post. ‘Total cost, including announcements, $437, paid for by 
Leonhart personally. 

Of the total disbursements of $3,614.71 by the committee, some 

2 aia or nearly two-thirds was raised entirely independently by 
aoe Democrats for Butler, and just over one-third was received 
from Mr. Butler’s headquarters. 

I have brought with me copies of all the advertisements and the 
speeches we sponsored and which are available. I do not have copies 
of the speeches on the radio, but I think they are available from the 
radio stations, if the committee so desires them. 

I would like to offer them into evidence in the record of this com- 
mittee. 

Our sponsoring of the four-page paper was worked out with Mr. 
Jonkel and Mrs. Van Dyke at campaign headquarters. We under- 
stood that the text was being prepared by people in Washington, who 
were thoroughly familiar with Senator Tydings’ record, and his con- 
duct on the Armed Services and Foreign Relations Committees, and 
that the whole newspaper would be carefully reviewed and passed 
upon by competent counsel. On this basis we authorized the publica- 
tion and sponsoring of this publication. 

As an additional precaution so that nothing in the newspaper would 
be improper, and because of the shortness of time and terrific rush, 
we got Mr. Peterson and an attorney to go to W ashington to read 
over the galley proof of the text in ‘the office of the Times-Herald. 
They did not see any of the pictures or captions. 

As the Butler headquarters was having a general distribution of 
other literature, we turned over the distribution of the four-page 
paper to it, as their larger organization was better equipped than we 
to do that work. All our contacts in regard to the four-page news- 
paper were with Mr. Jonkel and Mrs. Van Dyke at Butler’s head- 
quarters. It was to them that we gave our approval of the publica- 
tion of the paper, and I was present when they telephoned such au- 
thority to the Times-Herald in Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Purnell, for the purposes of the record, would 
you please give us your residence address in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Purnenz. 309 Tuscany Road, Baltimore 10, 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your age? 

Mr. Purnewtyi. Thirty-four. 
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Mr. McDermorr. What is your employme nt in Baltimore? 

Mr. Purnett. I am with Hirsch & Co. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the nature of their business? 

Mr. Purne nL. They are members of the New York Stock Exchange. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you have stated in your prepared statement 
that you served in the capacity as treasurer of the organization known 
as the Y oung Democrats for Butler: is that correct ? 

Mr. PurNeELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDrermortr. You also state that: 


I have a very good friend, Mr. I. Peterson who, one day, knowing my sen 
timents, asked me if I would be Retna in forming some sort of a group to 
work actively in the senatorial election. 

Now, when was that ? 

Mr. Purnetu. It was sometime in the second week of October, I 
don’t know exactly when. 

Mr. McDermorr. It would be some time, according to your best 
recollection, in the second week of October 1950? 

Mr. Purneti. Yes; prior to our sending in the necessary papers 
before we had any meetings. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. So the organization of your group, which 
_ is known as the Young Democrats for Butler, was suggested to you 
by Mr. W. F. Peterson ? 

Mr. Purnety. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you, in turn, discussed it with your neighbor 
there in the Keyser Building, Mr. Freeman ? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you suggest that he serve as chairman ? 

Mr. Purnetyt. That Mr. Freeman serve as chairman ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. PURNELL. |] think I probably did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it your suggestion that you serve as treas- 
urer ? 

Mr. Purneti. It was as much mine as anybody else’s; yes. 

Mr. McDermott. Now, as this group was being organized, did you 
have any affiliation with the various Young Democratic clubs in the 
State of Maryland ; 

Mr. Purneti. I had never been associated with any of them. This 
was my first venture, so to speak. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, do you recall when you held your first or- 
ganizational meeting of the Young Democrats for Butler? 

Mr. Purneti. Probably around the second week of October, some- 
where in that. I would not be sure whether it was exactly within that 
week or not. It was during that period. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you heard Mr. Freeman’s testimony as to 
the identity of the individuals whom he recalled as having been pres- 
ent at that meeting? 

Mr. Purneru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall any others? 

Mr. Purnety. There may have been one or two others. I think 
there was a man by the name of Hathaway. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Mr. Peterson there? 

Mr. Purnewy. No, sir; not at the meeting there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Mr. Leonhart there? 

Mr. Purnety. No, sir. 
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Mr. McDermorr. How many members did you have in your organi- 
zation? 

Mr. Purnetx. Well, it is very hard to say. I should say we had a 
dozen or so who were working for us and working with us. 

Mr. Freeman knew maybe | four or five. I came into association 
with a few more people. 

Mr. McDernorr. I see. Now, you stated that your activities, the 
principal activities of your organization, commenced on about October 
20; is that correct ? 

Mr. Purneu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. So, your organzation was active commencing 
October 20 and until the general election on November 7; is that 
right? 

Mr. Purnett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, directing your attention specifically at the 
moment to the tabloid entitled “From the Record,” which is identified 
in the record of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 1, when was that piece 
of campaign literature first suggested to you, and by whom? 

Mr. Purnewi. It was suggested to me probably—let’s see, I should 
say after October 20th, sometime—in the presence of, I imagine Mr. 
Peterson was the first one who told me, and it might have been in the 
presence of Mr. Jonkel and Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Now, I cannot remember exactly. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was sometime subsequent to October 20 / 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, can you identify that date more specifically, 
or with any greater degree of accuracy ? 

Mr. Purneti. After October 20% 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Mr. Purneww. No; I would not say that I could. 

Mr. McDernorrt. I see. 

Mr. Purnewy. It was shortly after we received confirmation from 
the administrative assistant of the Secretary of State of Maryland, 
showing that there was such an organization as the Young Demo 
crats for Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. On that occasion, when Mr. Peterson or some 
one else first suggested this tabloid to you, what was the substance of 
that conversation ¢ 

Mr. Purnett. That there would be some sort of publication that 
would come out prior to the election, and he asked if we would sponsor 
it, which I said we would. 

Mr. McDermort. Now, by whom was this publication being pre- 
pared, as you understood at that time? 

Mr. Purnewu. It was being prepared, so far as I know, by people 1) 
Washington, who knew a lot more about what was going on than 
I did. 

Mr. McDermorr: What did they tell you about their timing on the 
issue or distribution of this piece of literature ? 

Mr. Purneww. Just that it would come out before the election. 

Mr. McDermorr. When, with reference to the election ? 

Mr. Purnetu. Probably Friday, Saturday, or Monday. There was 
no specific time stated. It would be a few days before the election. 

Mr. McDernmorr. You were told that they were planning this pie 
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of campaign literature that was to be released and distributed just a 
few days before election ? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermort. All right. Now, what was the status of your 
organization’s treasury at that time, when you had this initial discus- 
sion about the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Purnevy. Well, all I can say is that it probably was not so 
good. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, did you express any concern about how you 
were going to pay for it ? 

Mr. Purnety. I certainly did, very definitely. I was told that 
it would be taken care of, that it would be paid for, and that I was 
not to worry about the payment of the printing of the tabloid, of the 
newspaper. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who told you that ? 

Mr. Purnett. Well, I should say either Mrs. VanDyke or Mr. Jonkel 
or Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. McDermott. I see. So, one of those three 

Mr. Purne ty. One of the three, or it might have been in the pres- 
ence of all of them, and it might have been Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. One of those three persons told you that it would 
be paid for, and that you, as treasurer of your organization, would 
have nothing to worry about ¢ 

Mr. Purnewi. Exactly. 

Mr. McDermorr, Now, were you closely identified with the prep- 
aration of the copy that was ultimate ly used and which ultimate ly 
ay a in the tabloid? 

Purnewut. No, sir: I was not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you at any time shown the copy that they 
proposed to use in the preparation of this tabloid ? 

Mr. Purne ty. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any information or receive any 
information as to the source of that copy or by whom it was being 
prepared? 

Mr. Purne.u. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, you state in your prepared state- 
ment that you understood it was being prep: red by people in Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What people in Washington? 

Mr. Purnetyi. Well, I don’t know exactly, sir. I was told that 
it was being prepared in Washington, and I don’t think any names 
were ever brought before me as to who was preparing it. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, did they consult and confer with you 
with reference to the selection of the title for the tabloid From the 
Record ? 

Mr. Purne.yi. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were not consulted with reference to that? 

Mr. Purneti. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you consulted with reference to any of 
the material that was included in the tabloid ? 

Mr. Purnetu. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you consulted with reference to any of 
the material that was included in the tabloid ¢ 
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Mr. Purnewy. No, sir. I may have been at the office. I do not 
think that 1 ever saw anything. There may have been comments 
at headquarters that this would be good to use in the newspaper that 
Was coming out. There might have been something like that; but, 
as for my getting any of the — al, I did not. Like that; but, as 
for my getting any of the material, I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not? 

Mr. Purnewu. Never. 

Mr. McDermorr, Did you select any of the photographs or car- 
toons appear ing in the tabloid ? 

Mr. Purneuy. I never saw any of them until the thing had been 
published, or distributed, rather. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Jonkel or Mr. Peterson or Mrs. Van 
Dyke discuss with you the use of a composite photograph in the 
tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Purnetu. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your first knowledge of all of these things, then, 
was after you saw the printed copy of the tabloid; is that correct? 

Mr. Purnevi. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. MceDermorr. When was that? When did you first see the 
final form ¢ 

Mr. Purneti. The Friday before election. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom was it brought to your attention ? 

Mr. Purnewy. It was at a friend’s house, where I was going for 
diner. I saw it there. I don’t think they had even opened it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had they received it in the mail, in their mail 
box ? 

Mr. Purnewyi. It was at their house. It had an address on it. 
Whether it was mailed or not, I don’t know. 

Mr. McDernmorr. That was the Friday before election. 

Mr. Purnetn. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr,. Did they indicate to you that they had received 
it that day ? 

Mr. Purneww. Yes, sir? 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you first saw this tabloid on the Friday 
before election, did you look at it carefully at that time? 

Mr. Purney. Fairly carefully. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you recognize it as the piece of literature that 
you had discussed with Mr. Jonkel and Mr. Peterson and Mrs. Van 
Dyke? 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes, sir; because we had no other printings at that 
time. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, I believe you indicated that you personally 
did not check the proof, the page proof, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Purnewi. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you advised where the tabloid was being 
printed ? 

Mr. PurNett. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was at the Times-Herald; is that right? 

Mr. Purneu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, after the tabloid was printed, what ar- 
rangements did you make, or did your organization make, for its 
distribution ¢ 
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Mr. Purnevty. We made none, sir. We were told that it would be 
distributed through the larger headquarters, who had better facilities 
than we. We had no facilities for distribution. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who told you that ¢ 

Mr. Purne.u. I should say Mr. Jonkel or Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermort. One of the two told you that ¢ 

Mr. Purne ty. One of the two, maybe Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did they volunteer to take care of the distribu- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. As treasurer of your organization, did you pay 
any of the costs or charges for distr ibution ? 

Mr. Purnewn. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. As treasurer of your organization, do you know 
how many copies of the tabloid were distributed ¢ 

Mr. Purnewu. No, sir; just from what I have read, some of them 
were burned up and they never did get them out. 

Mr. McDermorr. There was no consultation with you or any mem- 
bers of the Young Democrats for Butler with reference to the dis- 
tribution of this tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Purneii. None, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. This Mr. Peterson to whom you refer is a Young 
Democrat for Butler ¢ 

Mr. Purnewn. Not exac tly. He was very instrumental, and I should 
say that he worked very, very close with us, and was a lot of the drive 
behind this whole organization. We could qualify him by having his 
wife talk for him, who would like him to be qualified as a Young 
Democrat. 

Mr. McDerermorr. There was a kind of vague line of distinction be- 
tween membe cahip and nonme mbership in your group; is that right ? 

Mr. Purnent.. A very vague line. 

Mr. McDermorr. But would Mr. Peterson’s ac tivity compare favor- 
ably with the activity of the more authentic members of your group / 

Mr. Purneny. Yes, sir; very much so. 

Mr. McDermorr. ean in your prepared statement you said that it 
authorized the publication. Just how did that authorization take 
place ¢ 

Mr. Purnesn. The authorization took place by a telephone call from 
Mr. Butler’s headquarters in the presence, if I remember properly, of 
Mrs. VanDyke, Mr. Jonkel, and Mr. Peterson, and I think that I was 
near the phone when Mrs. VanDyke phoned our names over to Wash- 
ington as to exactly who the Young Democrats officers were. 

Mr. McDrermorr. When was that; can you tell us# 

Mr. Purne yi. Well that was, as I said earlier, sometime after the 
20th, sometime subsequent to the 20th. 

Mr. McDermorr. Sometime subsequent to the 20th ? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, were you advised at that time as to the 
status of this project, whether the thing had ‘aah printed ? 

Mr. Purnet. No, sir. Well, I think I was advised that it was 
still in the embryonic stages. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now. Mr. Patterson testified a little earlier this 
morning, and you probably heard his testimony, that either on the 20th 
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or 23d of October he checked the page proof on this tabloid at the 
offices of the Times-Herald. 

Mr. Purnety. That is correct, sir; but Mr. Peterson, with counsel, 
came over and checked it after that time, the exact date I would not 
know, and he saw just the galley proof of it, but none of the pictures. 
That is all that I know about it beforehand, or all that I knew about 
it beforehand. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would that have been subsequent to October 23, 
in your knowledge ? 

Mr. Purnevy. It would have been after October 23, probably. 

Mr. McDermort. That would have been after Mr. Peterson checked 
the proof? 

Mr. Purnetz. I think Mr. Peterson stated that he had not seen the 
pictures. [am not sure of that. 

Mr. McDermorr. No, I believe he said he did. 

Mr. Purnevt. Well, then I don’t know. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Who was the attorney 4 

Mr. Purnett. Andy Brewster, who is now in the Marines. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when this tabloid was printed at the Times- 
Herald, were you advised that the printing had been completed ? 

Mr. Purne ti. Would you mind rewording that again, please? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, after the printing of the tabloid was com- 
pleted by the Times-Herald, were you—— 

Mr. Purnetyi. Oh, no; I was not. 

Mr. McDermorr (continuing). Advised as to that fact? 

Mr. Purnety. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any arrangements, or anyone in 
your organization make any arrangements, for picking up the copies 
of the tabloid ? 

Mr. Purneu. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermort. So you had nothing whatsoever to do with the dis- 
tribution, and paid nothing for those services; is that right? 

Mr. Purnewy. Correct, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you receive a bill from the Times- Herald 
for the printing costs or their charge for printing this tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a statement, which we will mark 
as exhibit 48, which purports to be a copy of an original bill. Can 
you identify that further for us? ; 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is that ? 

Mr. Purneui. That is the original bill, or copy or photostat of the 
original bill, from the Times-Herald to the Young Democrats for 
Butler, Mr. John B. Purnell, treasurer, and it is a bill for 500,000 
copies of circular, $1,440. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And that is a true copy of the bill which 
you received from the Times-Herald ? 

Mr. Purnewy. Yes, sir. Well, I only had the bottom part of mine. 
I think that is the way it was mailed out. 

Mr. McDermorr. I will now introduce into the record of the sub- 
committee exhibit No. 48, which has been identified by this witness. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit No. 48” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. McDermorr. That bill, exhibit No. 48, is dated November 8. 
Is that the approximate date you received the bill, a few days after 
the election ¢ 

Mr. Purnewu. A few days after; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the status of your treasury at that 
time ? 

Mr. Purnewut. At that time the status of our treasury—the status 
of our treasury was never very good. We were still working for 
money and always did need money for more activities. We always 
could have used more. I don’t know exactly what my balance was 
at that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you got that bill, what did you do about it ? 

Mr. Purnewt. I presented it to Mr. Mundy, or at least [ told him 
about it, or told Mr. Jonkel about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who is Mr. Mundy? Was he the treasurer of 
the John Marshall Butler campaign / 

Mr. Purnewu, Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you presented the bill to Mr. Mundy, or 
to Mr. Jonkel, what did they do? 

Mr. Purneitu. They said that I would be paid for it. I don’t know 
whether Mundy exactly said that he would, but I was given the assur- 
ance that I would get $1,440 to pay the bill that came to me. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did you subsequently receive a check from 
Cornelius P. Mundy? 

Mr. PurneE uw. I received a check for $1,515, I believe it was. I will 
check that figure. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was a few days after your conversation with 
Mr. Jonkel and Mr. Mundy about this Times-Herald bill / 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you paid the Times-Herald bill in the in- 
terim ¢ 

Mr. Purne uy. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the purpose of those funds, according to your 
conversation with Mr. Mundy and Mr. Jonkel, was to permit you to 
pay that bill; is that right? 

Mr. Purnety. $1,440 was, sir. 

I might mention here the reason for the $1,515, and the difference 
of $75 that was added on to it, that was money that we had sconred 
up, and it was sent to me, and that was $75, but it was made out im- 
properly to the John Marshall Butler fund, but it was money for the 
Young Democrats, and that is why the other $75 was added on there. 

Mr. McDermort. So you turned over the money that was raised to 
you, and he refunded it to you as an additional amount to the $1,440; 
is that right? 

Mr. Purnewty. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was this $1,550 that you received -—— 

Mr. Purneti, That is $1,515. 

Mr. McDermorr. Or this $1,515 that you received by check drawn 
by Cornelius P. Mundy as treasurer for the John Marshall Butler 
campaign ? 

Mr. Purnewu. It was a check, sir, signed by Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Mr. Purnell, I now show vou an exhibit 
which has been marked as “Exhibit 49.” , 

Mr. Purnew. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Which is a photo copy of certain papers. Will 
you identify that for us, please ¢ 

Mr. Purnewi. They are my statements that I handed in. 

Mr. McDrrnorr. ‘This exhibit 49 is a photocopy of the account and 
statement of the Young Democrats for Butler which was filed over 
your signature as treasurer of that organization in the circuit court 
for Baltimore City, in Baltimore, Md.; is that correct / 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And attached to this statement, and included in 
the exhibit, is a list of contributions received by your organization 4 
Mr. Purnewy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. And the total of the contributions received by 
ur organization is shown to be $3,411; is that correct / 

Mr. Purnewy. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermor'. Included in that list of contributions is a con- 
tribution from C, P. Mundy, treasurer, in the amount of $1,515; is that 
correct / 

Mr. Purneui. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And also included in this exhibit is a tabulation 
of the expenditures made by you as treasurer of your organization in 
the total amount of $3,614.71? 

Mr. Purneti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, is this a correct and complete record of the 
contributions to and expenditures by your organization ¢ 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorvr. | will now introduce into the record of the sub- 
committee exhibit No. 49, which has been identified by this witness. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 49,” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, did your organization appoint any political 
agent, in addition to your chairman and yourself ¢ 

Mr. Purneti. Mr. Leonhart. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Who is Mr. Leonhart ? 

Mr. Purneuy. He is an insurance man in Baltimore. 

Mr. McDrermorr. How old is he? 

Mr. Purne cs. I would not know his exact age. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, could you approximate it for us? 

Mr. Purnewu. I should say he is in his early forties. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a photostat which has been 
marked as exhibit No. 50, and I will ask you what that is. 

Mr. Purnewn. That is a letter that was sent to the secretary of state 
of Maryland, appointing Mr. Harold Leonhart as political agent. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the original of that letter was signed by you? 

Mr. Purneti. That was per my name; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now introduce into the record of the subeom- 
mittee exhibit No. 50. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 50,” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDrermorr. You state with reference to certain other phases 
of your activity that you sponsored and arranged for a full-page 
advertisement in the Baltimore Sunday American. 
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I now show you a full-page advertisement from the Sunday issue, 
dated November 5, 1950, of the Baltimore’ American, which has been 
previously identified in the records of this subcommittee as exhibit 2. 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I will ask you if that is the ad to which you 
refer. 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that you arranged for and paid for 
this ad: is that correct ? 

Mr. Purnety. I did not at the time. We borrowed the money to pay 
for it, which, in turn, most of it was paid back to the person from Whom 
we borrowed it. 

Mr. McDermorr. The authorization on this ad, as it appears in this 
ad, shows the authority as “Democrats for Butler, John Purnell, 
treasurer.” 

Mr. Purnewui. Yes: it should be Young Democrats for Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was a typographical error ¢ 

Mr. Purnewy. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were treasurer of only one organization, and 
that was the Young Democrats for Butler / 

Mr. Purnevyt. Only one. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, your financial report to the secretary of state 
shows that you paid the Baltimore Sunday American $1,741 for that 
ad: is that right ? : 

Mr. Purneui. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, was that by your check ¢ 

Mr. Purnewu. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I now hand you the photocopy of a cheek which 
we have marked for identification as exhibit No. 51 

Mr. Purnewyi. All right, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Which appears to be a check drawn on the Equita- 
ble Trust Co. of Baltimore, and the typewritten title on the cheek is 
C. M. Berndt Co., Inc., Baltimore, Md. It is pavable to the order of 
the Baltimore <a on American in the amount of $1,741, and it is 
signed by Mr. C. M. Berndt. 

Mr. Purne uu. Right, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that check ever in your possession, or was 
that delivered to vou? 

Mr. Purneti. No: I don’t think I have ever seen the check before. 
I knew that the 81.741 was what Mr. Berndt had offered to lend the 
Young Democrats. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Was this check which we have identified 
as exhibit No. 51, and which I now ask be introduced into the record 
of the subcommittee, Mr. Chairman, used to make that payment on 
that Baltimore American bill? 

Mr. Purnewi. Evidently it was. 

Mr. McDermott. I am offering that in evidence. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 51° and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermogr. So the payment was not made by the Young 
Democrats for Butler? 

Mr. Purnetu. No, sir. 
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Mr. McDermorr. That contradicts the statement a little bit in your 
sworn report to the secretary of state of Maryland that you made a 
disbursement of $1,741 for that purpose? 

Mr. Purnety. Well, I accounted for the money, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, in your list of contributors, I do not 
see listed any contribution from Mr. C. M. Berndt. 

Mr. Purnetu. Well, it is listed on the front page here, sir. I think 
you will find an unpaid account to Mr. Carl M. Berndt, advanced 
by him to pay the bills. 

Mr. Mc uainber. That figure is $1,195.01. 

Mr. Purnetu. I probably paid him something by the time I made 
this out, sir. I am not positive. 

Mr. McDermorr. But no expenditure or disbursement to him ap- 
pears on your sworn list of expenditures. 

Mr. Purneti. No; because I listed it as going to the Baltimore 
Sunday American, which I paid him back. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, in order to clarify this 

Mr. Purnewe. Right. 

Mr. McDermorr (continuing). Mr. Berndt indicated to you—did 
he ?—that he would advance you the money to pay for that ad. 

Mr. Purne yu. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you told him that the amount of the bill 
was $i.741? 

Mr. Purnewty. That is what I was told the amount would be. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then it appears from this exhibit that he 
made out his check to the Baltimore Sunday American for that 
amount. 

Mr. Purnett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. But that check did not go to you; it went direct, 
presumably, to—— 

Mr. Purnetu. So far as I know, yes: I did not get the check. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, did he subsequently tell you 
that he had done that ? 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes, sir? 

Mr. McDermorr. Or that he had paid for the ad ¢ 

Mr. Purnett. Yes. That is the only way we could get it into the 
paper. 

Mr. McDermorr. He advanced this sum to one of your creditors 
asa loan to one of your organizations; is that right ? 

Mr. Purnevi. 1 guess you can put it that way. I would say that 
it was not made out to us; it was made out to the Baltimore American. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Was it your understanding that you would, 
out of funds raised from other sources, repay Mr. Berndt this $1,741 / 

Mr. Purnett. We worked like sin to get the money to pay him 
back. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then when you made out this report, the fact 
that you used the figure of $1,195.01 as a debit implies that you had 
at that time paid back some of this sum; is that right ? 

Mr. Purnety. Yes, sir. I think maybe we did. I don’t know, 
but by that time we probably had. It indicates that, because I bor 
rowed $1,741, and I think I paid him a total of $1,567.29 back. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is up to that time? 

Mr. Purnevy. All the way through; that is right, and we now have 
a problem of $173.71, with no money in the bank. 
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Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Mr. Purnetu. That is what he is still owed. 

Mr. McDermorr. I don’t want to present this transaction in an 
improper light; but, just so that our record will be complete, I would 
like to have that explanation; and, as we have been discussing it here, 
that seems to be the logical explanation for that transaction. Is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, what arrangement—you say that you had 
arranged for this ad—what arrangements did you make with refer- 
ence to it? 

Mr. Purnetu. I saw the copy while it was in the hands of the artists. 
I ha dnothing to do with the text. We worked to get the thing pes 
inthe paper. It wasa matter of getting the space, which Mr. Golnick, 
| believe, an advertising person, was working on the thing, and Mrs. 
Carl M. Berndt, I would say, made up the entire copy of it. She might 
he listed as a Young Democrat also. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. That was the wife of C. M. Berndt who 
drew this check in the amount of $1,741? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. His wife prepared the copy on this? 

Mr. PurNeELL. So far as I know, yes: she did. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you first saw it, it was in the hands of 
the Golnick Advertising Agency 4 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you were called over there to look at it, or 
what were the circumstances / 

Mr. Purnety. I went over to look at it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who asked you or told you to go over and look 
at it? 

Mr. Purnetn. As usual, the old work horse, probably Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. ——— told you to go over and look at it / 

Mr. Purnewy. Yes, si 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there anyone else present on that occasion ? 

Mr. Purnewi. Mrs. Berndt was there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Berndt was present ? 

Mr. Purneuu. Yes, sir: she was there at some time when I was over 
Ul here. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Was that when you first had a discussion with 
reference to using your name as the sponsor of this ad / 

Mr. P URNELL. Mr. P eterson had Cc alled me on the p yhone ancl said, 

“IT believe we have a pretty good ad to put in.’ That was my knowl- 
edge of it. Sometime, I think it was Friday before the de adline, that 
might. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then the ad was prepared according to your best 
information by Mrs. Berndt ? 

Mr. Purneuyi. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And she took it to the Golnick Advertising Co. 
to have it laid out ? 

Mr. Purnewu. I presume so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then it was an tly published in the Balti- 

iore Ameirean on Sunday, November 5, and when you got their bill 
for $1,741 Mrs. Berndt paid that ¢ 
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Mr. Purneti. We had to have the money on the line the night before 
when the copy went in. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now, is that the extent of your identifi- 
cation with this ad and the arrangements which you made for its 
publication ? 

Mr. Purnetx. I should say so; yes, sir. I think you will find that 
Mrs. Berndt could probably tell you more about it if the committee 
would like her to say anything. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, other activities of the Young Democrats 
for Butler to which you refer are summarized on page 2, and at the 
top of page 3 of your prepared statement which was read into the 
record: is that right ? 

Mr. Purnety. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then the expenditure of sums by you for 
those purposes is listed in exhibit 49, which is a photo copy of your 
report ? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does this summary in your prepared statement 
constitute the major share of the activities of your organization ? 

Mr. Purnewn. I should say so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever confer with Miss Jean Kerr with 
reference to the tabloid From the Record, which has been identified 
as exhibit 1? 

Mr. Purneti. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had no visits with her? 

Mr. Purnewi. I don’t know her. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. You never did see the tabloid From the Record 
in final form; did you? 

Mr. Purnetn. Not until it was distributed, sir. 

Senator Henninos. Until it had been distributed ? 

Mr. Purnetn. Yes, sir; until it had been distributed. 

Senator Hennineas. You did not see it before distribution / 

Mr. Purneti. No, sir. 

Senator Hennines. I see. Thank you. That is all. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Smith, do vou have any questions? 

Senator Smrru. Yes. Do you now object to anything appearing 
in that tabloid ? 

Mr. Purnewi. Well, I am not too crazy about the composite pic- 
ture, the so-called composite picture that seems to have the limelight 
here. 

Senator Smiru. Would you approve it now if you had it to do over 
again ? 

Mr. Purneti. Senator, I don’t know whether I would or would not. 
My sentiments are moving so that the more I find out about the back- 
ground at the end of when Mr. Browder did testify it was, “Oh, thank 
you so much, Mr. ee ’ I believe ex-Senator Tydings said some- 
thing to that effect. I don’t know whether I would approve of it 
necessarily. It is one of those things that I don’t know whether there 
is anything. wrong with it, so far as I can personally see. 

Senator SmirH. But you would hesitate to approve it if it came 
to you now? 
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Mr. Purnewy. I don’t know that I would. 

Senator SmiryH. Would what, would hesitate or would approve it? 

Mr. PurnetL. Would approve it. I see a little bit of the odor that 
has come from this, and I don’t think I would like to get myself in- 
volved in such a thing as that again. 

Senator Hennrnas. I was going to follow up Senator Smith’s ques- 
tion by asking you, Mr. P urnell, if regardless of any repercussions 
which might have resulted from it, if it were to be presented to you 
at, this time and you, as a good citizen and a member of a group of 
Young Democrats for sutler, were asked to approve that specific 
composite picture, would you feel, as a matter of taste and fairness 
and good judgment, that you would do so4 

Mr. Purnevy. I don’t think it would go out under my name, sir. 

Senator HeNNiINGs. Regardless of the legal aspects. 

Mr. Purnewy. I do not think that it would go out under my name. 

Senator Henninas. Because you would have some moral com- 
punction concerning it 4 

Mr. Purnews. | would have some sort of moral compunction, [ 
mean, even though, and that is only my personal opinion, I do not see 
anything wrong with it. It is so labeled as a composite picture. You 
can distinctly see a break in it, so far as that goes, but I don’t know 
that I would even, even though I feel that such a thing is not too im- 
proper, I don’t think that IL would allow it to go out under my name 
necessarily. Does that explain it$ 

Senator Henninas. Yes; thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Were you through, Mr. Hennings? 

Senator HeNNINGs, Yes. 

Senator Monronery. At the time they discussed the issuance of the 
tabloid, I believe you s ad thi at was about the 20th or 25th of October ¢ 

Mr. Purnewn. Yes, sir. It was somewhere around there. It was 
after we were organized, I mean, after we had filed our papers with 
the State Department. 

Senator Monronry. But it was not a matter that you took up in 
your meetings or anything like that? 

Mr. Purnewu. No, sir: it never was discussed. 

Senator Monronry. Do you remember who told you about it 

Mr. Purnec.. Yes: it was either Mr. Jonkel, Mrs. VanDyke, or Mr. 
Peterson, one of the three. 

Senator Monronery. Were you told whose idea it was? 

Mr. Purneuyi. I don’t know whether that was brouelt 
I really don’t know, sir. 

Senator Monroney. It does not, or did not generate with you ? 

Mr. Purne x. It did not generate particularly with me, althou; 
I was told that it would be very effective. 

Senator Monronry. Your object was to help Mr. Butler win the 
election; was it not ? 

Mr. Purnen. To do all I could; yes. 

Senator Monronery. You thought he was a good candidate ? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronery. But the suggestion of the tabloid came either 
from Mr. Jonkel, Mrs. VanDyke, or even perhaps Mr. Peterson: is 
that right 

Mr. Purnewi. Yes, siz 


} 
ih 


r 








364 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 





Senator Monroney. And it was almost an acknowledged fact that 
that tabloid was going to come out at that time in somebody’s name ? 

Mr. Purneii. Yes; and a publication was coming out under my 
name, but I did not know what would be in the publication or what 
it would be. 

Senator Monronry. But you were not told who advanced the origi- 
nal idea, or who actually was the moving spirit behind it 

Mr. Purnety. Well, I would not say so; it was probably discussed 
in front of me, but I really don’t know, sir. In other words, it does 
not instill in me anything that somebody was particularly preparing 
and I knew it was being prepared, and that is the extent of it. 

Senator Monronry. Was there anything said about what would 
be in the tabloid ? 

Mr. Purnewy. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Regarding pictures? 

Mr. Pcrnetu. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Regarding copy for the tabloid ? 

Mr. Purne.u. No, sir; I don’t remember anybody saying what 
would be in it. 

Senator Monroney. Was the name mentioned From the Record? 

Mr. Purne yi. Not so far as lam concerned. 

Senator Monroney. It was just mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Purnewu. I don’t think I knew the name of it until I saw it, 
until I did see it that Friday evening. 

Senator Monroney. That isall Thave. Mr. Becker, do you have any 
questions ? 

Mr. Brecker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Purnell, I noticed and was rather pleased with the fact that you 
were with the Twenty-ninth Infantry Division and landed on June 6. 
I would like to tell you that I was with you, but I was with the Old 
Hickory Division in your combat team. 

Mr. Purnety. We needed plenty of help. 

Mr. Brecker. You are not kidding. The fireworks were a little bit 
different. 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Purnell, this political committee that you formed, 
the Young Democrats for Butler, you checked with the Maryland law 
about the formation of this committee and you made all the reports 
and designated the proper officials in accordance with the laws of 
the State of Maryland, didn’t you? 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes, sir, so far as I knew. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, you had or designated a political agent, 
Mr. Leonhart ? 

Mr. Purnett. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Where is he at the present time? 

Mr. Purnetu. He is in London. I might add that he is not with Mr. 
Tydings, though. 

Mr. Becker. Now, by the way, you were enthusiastic in the forma- 
tion of this organization in support of Mr. Butler for the United 
States Senate; were you not? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir; very much so. 

Mr. Becker. And you had your heart and soul in its activities from 
the beginning of the organization to election day; is that correct ? 
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Mr. Purne tu. Yes, sir. I could not vote in the primary, although 
I wished that I could have at the time, but I could not. 

Mr. Becker. One of your activities was to raise some money for 
your project ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Pournewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Did you personally or others help raise money for this 
organization ? 

Mr. Purnewy. Everybody that we could get. 

Mr. Becker. And you listed these contributors in your report ? 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Which is exhibit No. 

Mr. Purnewu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brecker. And these various projects that you discussed, the 
impetus and interest was, oh, more or less either created or followed 
through by you and the Young Democrats for Butler? 

Mr. Purnets. Yes. Well, I should say mostly either by myself 
or anybody else we could generate a little interest in. 

Mr. Becker. And you did not hesitate to tell us the projects that 
you had discussed and amplified in your statement concerning the 
Young Democrats for Butler ? 

Mr. Purnewy. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And they were all separate projects? For example, 
the arranging of the various volunteer groups for mailing post cards, 
what kind of | post cards were they ? 

Mr. Purne.tyi. They were post cards with Senator John Marshall 
Butler’s picture on them, and each one had to write a text on the back 
of it, stamp it, and address it. 

Mr. Becker. And as to these volunteer groups, did they write their 
own messages on them ? 

Mr. Purnevy. They wrote their own personal messages. 

Mr. Becker. I see. And the mailing list, where did you get that? 
Was it one that you worked up, or was it given to you / 

Mr. PurneLnt. No, I did not work it up. I don’t know where the ‘V 
vot their list. Frankly, some of the people that I had working—I 
had some of my young friends write the post cards to their particular 
friends also, to get the old steam roller going. 

Mr. Becker. I see. And they carried a little message on the post 
card to a voter, a personal message ? 

Mr. Purnewy. Right, let them know how they were voting, and 
try to get them to vote the same way. 

‘Mr. Becker. Did they carry a signature on the part of those who 
addressed these cards ? 

Mr. Purnetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you said there were about 15 different volunteer 
vroups. Where were these groups working ? 

Mr. Purnety. They were working in their individual homes, or any 
place they could. I think mostly in their own homes. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, with respect to the radio broadcasts, or these 
spot announcements over WBAL and WFBR, do you have some of 
those spot announcements with you? 

Mr. Purnewt. No, I don’t. I can get them for you. I tried to get 
them yesterday and I could not. 

Mr. Brecker. Were they under the sponsorship of the Young Dem- 
ocrats for Butler? 
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Mr. Purneti. Absolutely, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you arranged for the time and arranged for the 
broadcasts, is that correct ? 

Mr. Purnewi. That is correct. It went through an advertising 
agency. 

Mr. Becker. Now, I notice the fact that you have arranged, or had 
arranged, a meeting of Baltimore County women. Just tell me briefly 
what that was all about. 

Mr. Purnetx. There were some people in Baltimore County, Mr. 
Peterson arranged for her to make an address to some of the women 
of Baltimore County. 

Mr. Becker. And that was held in Baltimore? 

Mr. PurneEtu, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Did you make all the arrangements for that meeting? 

Mr. Purne.y. No, Mr. Peterson did. 

Mr. Becker. But you knew all about it? 

Mr. Purne.tut. Yes, he told me about it. .” 

Mr. Becxer. Now, with respect to the Baltimore Sun, you men- 
tioned Mrs. Berndt, and you knew all about the publication in the 
newspaper. 

Mr. Purnevy. Yes, but that was the Baltimore American, sir. 

Mr. Becker. The Baltimore American ? 

Mr. PurNeELvL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Now, there isn’t any question that you accounted for 
the moneys you received and disbursed for that ad ? 

Mr. Purnewu. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you made a true accounting in every respect ? 

Mr. Purnewy. Absolutely. 

Mr. Becxer. And the payment, that is, the receipts and disburse- 
ments made through Mr. Berndt, was with your knowledge, although 
you did not see the check ? 

Mr. Purnewvi. That is correct, sir, absolutely correct. 

Mr. Becker. Just tell me briefly about this one-half hour radio pro- 
‘am. Who worked it up, how was that arranged for? 

Mr. Purnety. Well, Mr. Leonhart, it segms that this program was 
on a Monday night before election, and it seems that Mr. Tydings had 
some friends who were representatives of the Roman Catholic 
Church—they did not come out as being Roman Catholics, but they 
were prominent Baltimoreans who came out for ex-Senator Tydings. 

So, Mr. Leonhart, being a good Catholic, decided that he would like 
to get a group of Catholic men in Baltimore to do the same thing 
later on, because he felt that it was essential to let the Catholic voters 
know in Maryland that Butler also had some Catholic people for 
him, too. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Leonhart was the official political agent for your 
committee ¢ 

Mr. Purneti. And appointed by us. 

Mr. Brecker. Did you arrange the program, and did these men 
speak on behalf of the Young Democrats for Butler? 

Mr. Purnett. Mr. Leonhart did. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, you brought with you, I think you men- 
tioned, some material. Will you let me see that material, please ? 

Mr. Purnewy. All T have is these bills, if that is what you want. 

Mr. Becker. No; I don’t want the bills. 
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Mr. Purnewu. These | indicating |. 

Mr. Becker. Don’t you have some other material? 

Mr. Purnewy. They are all on the back here, what the ads were, 
and so forth, they are on the back. 

I can get the copies of the speeches, if you like. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, these bills that you show me from WIFBR 
were sent to the Democrats for Butler. or John B. Purnell, treasurer, 
or to Mr. Leonhart;: is that correct / 

Mr. Purneuu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. That is also true of the Baltimore Sunday American, 
the bills are made payable by your organization / 

Mr. Purneui. That is right, although he paid the actual bills 
the whole thing, they were made out to him and he paid for them 

Mr. Becker. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any further questions, Set 
Smith ¢ 

Senator Smirnu. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings ¢ 

Senator HENNINGs. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Just one question. 

Mr. Purnell, looking at the activities of your organization in 
retrospect, it 1s a fact, is it not, that most of your projects and activi- 
ties originated at the suggestion of Mr. Peterson ? 

Mr. Purnewu. I would say somewhat, yes, sir; most of them did. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. That is all. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I just want to offer in evidence a 
letter from the secretary of state designating W. Harold Leonhart 
as political agent, as exhibit No. 52. 

Senator Monroney. That may be done. 

(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit No. 52” 
and may be found in the files of the committee. ) 

Senator Monroney. The committee will be in recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned to re- 
convene at L0a.m., Tuesday, March 13, 1951.) 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 13, 1951 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, if. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:20 a. m., in 
room 318, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney, 
presiding. 
Present: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith of 
Maine, and Hendrickson. 
Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk of the committee; Edward 


A. McDermott, chief counsel; and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 


Senator Monroney. The hearing of the subcommittee will be in 
order. 

The record will show that a quorum of the subcommittee on the 
Maryland hearings is in attendance. 

Will you call the first witness, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. The first witness is Mr. Frank Smith. Will you 


come forward, please, Mr. Smith. 

Senator Monroney. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, 
please. 

Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
Lut the truth, so he ‘Ip you God ¢ 

Mr. Smirn. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANK MILLER SMITH 


Senator Monroney. Do you have a prepared statement ? 

Mr. Sairu. I have a short statement which I would like to read, if 
you don’t mind. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have copies of it, Mr. nant? 

Mr. Smrrn. Yes. {Handing documents to counsel. | 

Senator Monronery. You may start your testimony, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Smirn. Thank you. My name is Frank Miller Smith. I live 

T — 

Senator Monroney. The hearing will be in order please. 

Mr. Smiru. My name is Frank Miller Smith. I live at 2700 First 
Road North, Arlington, Va. 

I am now on leave of absence from my position as chief editorial 
writer of the Washington Times-Herald employed as administrative 
assistant to Senator John Marshall Butler of Maryland. 

I was born in Cumberland, Md. I spent the early years of my life 
n my native State during which time I worked on three newspapers, 
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including the Baltimore Sun. I have been engaged in the newspaper 
profession in Washington for approximately 25 years. 

I have never been involved in a libel suit duri ing my long experience 
in newspaper work except once. On that occasion ‘the suit was dis- 
missed by the court when it was discovered the story complained of had 
appeared in another newspaper and not the one I was working for. 

I have been informed the committee is interested in learning the 
true facts about the technical assistance I gave in connection with the 
publication of a four-page campaign circular entitled “From the 
Record.” 

In the latter part of October, Mrs. Ruth McCormick Miller, editor 
of the Times-Herald, told me the paper had been asked to publish suc! 
acireular. At that time I gathered that she was not sure it could he 
done without interfering with the regular runs of our 24-hour opera- 
tion. She suggested, however, that I might begin gathering up some 
material in the event the paper decided to do this job printing. 

At that time I was writing editorials for the paper, doing some 
political research and preparing to supervise the election editions that 
we would put out November 6,7, and 8. In between these activities | 
began to gather the material which came from Senator McCarthy’s 
office and from Mr. Jon Jonkel and others working in his office and 
some stock news service pictures were taken from the Times-Herald 
library. 

All of the material finally found its way to my desk. Nothing used 
in“From the Record” was new. It had all been printed before or used 
by radio commentators or by responsible persons in speeches. Much 
of the information was taken directly from the Congressional Record 
or from newspaper columns. It was a rehash. Much of it I copied. 
Other portions were boiled down from the thousands of words that 
had already been spoken and written about the Tydings whitewash. 

After I had collected some of the material, Mrs. Miller said we 
would do the job. I began to collect some more and then we started 
on the picture page. 

During my years on Various newspapers I have never worked on a 
picture desk or laid out a picture page. I sought advice from Mr. 
Tankersley, the assistant managing editor, as to how a picture page 
could be gotten together quickly. There were hundreds of pictures 
that could have been used to illustrate the stories in the circular. 

[ got up a list of pictures consisting mainly of persons involved in 
the Tydings investigation. He said it was too long and I had to cut 
it down. Because the back page of this circular is only half as big as 
the regular newspaper size we could use only small cuts. Finally, we 
decided on a group of single pictures and then we came to filling out 
the page with the Marine picture and the one showing Browder testi- 
fying before the Foreign Relations Subcommittee of which Tydings 
was chairman. 

The Marine picture was dummied in leaving room for a small 2 
column picture in the lower left-hand corner. 

The pictures I had of Browder testifying before Tydings were shots 
taken which showed one whole end of the committee room. It was 
instantly apparent that it was too big a picture to put in the small 
remaining space. It could not be reduced to show anything. I first 
suggested that some of the picture be cropped. But Tankersley said 
that wouldn’t work. I then suggested we use two 1-column cuts of 
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Browder and Tydings but I was told that would throw the page off 
balance. 

Finally, Mr. Tankersley came up with the composite idea. We got 
vut pictures showing Browder talking and Tydings listening. Thi 
composite was designed to show that and that alone. It was not a 
fake. It was not a fraud. It was not proposed to deceive anvone, 
It was plainly marked composite. A casual look at the picture as it 
was printed will show a white line down the middle clearly mdicating 
it Was two pictures, The juxtaposition ot the two men cleal l\ show 
it to be two different poses, 

At no time was it ever Imagined that anyone would think the com 
posite was anything but what it was plainly marked. 

However, in the interest of truth, ] wish to make it clear that IT did 
not originate the idea. I did not handle its make-up. It was taken 
mit of my hands entirely. Mr. Tankersley executed the whole idea. 
He ordered it done and returned it to me when it was finished L «lo 
not say this in any effort to shift any responsibility on anyone else 
heteuse I conside red the composite 1 idea merely a technical solution to 
a space problem. 

However, ex-Senator Tydings has seen fit to testify that I was 
“rewarded” by Senator John Marshall B ith r for bhai Wol k Ol) “roi } 
the Record,” which contained the composite. I do not recall Ciscussing 
the circular with John Marshall 131 er til afte the election Wilts 
over. I have ho | ersonal know ledge that he kane w | hac had anything 
todo with it until after I came tothe Hill to work with him. 

Also, it has been publicly know 1) fro) | the he ryhiy ne ot HV assocla 
tion with Senator Butler, that IT am on a leave of absence from my 


permanent position. The maximum period of inv ser eas hh 
ministrative assistant was set from the first at one vear. 

Senator Butler is well aware of that. He knows that [may leave 
before the year is up. We even discussed a suecessor for me ‘InhYg 


the first month I worked for him. I have alrea \ talked tothree pep rte 
who have been suggested to take over the job. j 

1 wish this committee to understand that I have a vreat perso) i 
admiration for John Marshall Butler and absolute confidence 
integrity. His standards of personal imnor are above reproac! 


As to the financial “reward” emiphast ed by ex-Senator Tycdineg I 
am moved to in ee haa threat \ come for 150 
to S957). I was paid SSYO0 of this amount by the Lime it 
expenses for 1] months of 1950 working on the basis of a o-day week. 


The jot I now hold has extended into a 7-day week. L stronely 
doubt that when the taxes are dedueted ana eX] e se> fieured, hit 
come for 1951 will be very mueh higher than it was in 1950, 

Therefore, IT submit to the subcommittee that by using half truths, 
nnuendo and implication, ex-Senator ty vdings knowingly has painte 1 
L picture of niy participation inthe Mar \ land election ¢ wnipalgn W hich 

eliberately disregards the facts. 

I think I - ave given you the true picture. 


I am now ready to take up the campaign circular From the Record 
nd give he, committee the source of each story and picture, if t! 


ommittee wants me to go into such detail and has the time to listen. 

There is a Story called ‘Tvdings Sponsored Lattimore Lectures on 
Soviet Russia on page 1. This is a rewrite of a story that appeared 
last year in the newspapers and was based on a program under the 
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“Four Off the Record Evenings on Russia” held at the Wardman Park 
Hotel February 17, March 10, March 25 and April of 1948. Mr. and 
Mrs. Tydings’ names appear on the program as patron and patroness, 
along with Mr. and Mrs. Alger Hiss. Hiss was chairman of the Apri| 
7 meeting. 

Here. Mr. Chairman, is a photostat of that program, if the com- 
mittee desires it, it can be introduced as an exhibit. 

Senator Monronry. That will be introduced as an exhibit. 

Mr. Suivi. I might say that Senator Tydings gave—I don’t think 
he mentioned this particular story or had any objection to it whatso 
ever. 

On the next column on the same page is the story Report Omitted 
Lodge Queries containing a quote from a speech appearing in the 
Congressional Record, July 24, 1950, page 10971. In this speech 
Senator Lodge charged that 35 typewritten pages had been omitted 
from the report pr inted for public use by the Tydings committee. 

Senator Tydings did not object to this one, either, because it was a 
direct eet from the Congressional Record. 

The editorial on the front page was written as a factual statement 
to bring out the failure of Tydings to carry out the full directions 
of the resolution under which the Foreign Relations Subeommittee 
was set up. The photograph on page 1 is a regular news shot of 
Tydings leaving a voting booth in a previous election. It has been 
used several times since and is carried as a stock print. The eartoon 
on page 1 was reprinted as it was indicated from the Cineinnati En 
quirer with full permission. Also on page 1 is the reprint headed 
“Korean money disappeared.” It is a direct quotation from a speech 
made on the floor of the Senate by Senator McCarthy which appeared 
in the Congressional Record, September 93, 1950. 

Senator 'Tydings did not object in his ‘testimony to any of this 
information. 

The story Tydings Group Held Up Arms is a short three-paragraph 
résumé of a charge made time and time again all over the country in 
various publications that despite the large sums of money appro 
priated by Congress only $200 was actually spent. Naturally, the 
blame for not seeing that armed forces were better equipped to meet 
this emergency feli on the Armed Services Committee of which 
Senator Tydings was chairman. On another page in the tabloid there 
is a similar story which I will further authenticate when we reach it 
The lead story on page 1 headed “Senator Tydings promised probe 
but gave whitewash instead” is a chronological story of the Tydings 
vestigation of the MeCarthy charges. The major portions were 
taken directly from the Congressional ‘Record and carr v full reference. 

Mr. Chairman, if the subcommittee would like me to introduce these 
stories as I go along here—do they have copies of this From the 
Record ¢ 

Senator Monronry. We have copies of From the Record: yes, sir. 

Mr. Smiru. Well, if you would like the record to show these various 
stories, I have them, and I could introduce them. 

Senator Henprickson. I think it would be well to have these stories 
in the record, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smrru. I have them pasted up here. 

Senator Henntnes. Mr. Chairman, is the From the Record marked 
as an exhibit in these hearings? 
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Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. It has been marked and is part of the record, 
is that correct ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. SmirnH. The reason I did not suggest reading them all over 
again is because I understood that Senator Tydings h: id alre ady intro 
liced it as an exhibit. 

Senator Monroney. From the Record was introduced. 

Mr. Smiru. What I am proposing to introduce oe stories. 

Senator Monronry. You may refer to the story by headline aid 
ntroduce the material you have as source material, is that what you 
mean ¢ 

Mr. Smirn. No, I wanted to introduce these stories that did appear 
in From the Record. Did you already have that in? 

Senator Monronry. We have a complete publication of From thi 
Record, which has been introduced. 

Mr. Smirn. Allright. Then you don’t want it again. 

Senator Monronry. You can refer to From the Record by head- 
lines, or other identification, and then give the documentation of yout 
source material. 

Mr. Smirn, That is what I have been doing. 

Senator Monroney. That is what [thought you wanted to do. 

Mr. Smirn. Yes. 

The lead story on page | headed “Senator Tydings promised probe 
but gave whitewash instead” is a chronological story of the Tydings 
investigation of the McCarthy charges. The major portions were 
taken directly from the Congressional Record and carry full reference 

Now, on page 2, the first column carries a series of quotations take: 
from newspapers in different parts of the country. These were fully 
dentified and are direct quotations. At the top of the page is a 
cartoon reprinted with full permission from the Chicago Tribune. 
On the other side of the cartoon is a story setting out direct quotations 
from four Senators on the State Department investigation. They ar 
ill direct quotes taken from the Congressional Record. U nderneath 
the cartoon Is a reprint of an editorial entitled “The Free State’ 
Choie "ec. ne It was or igin ally pub lished } In the ‘Times- Herald. lt direc ts 

tention to the M: wry]: ind senatorial campaign. There are four shorts 

i the page. None of them mention Tydings. 

On page 3 one-third of the page is taken up with deseribing the 
controversy that arose over the State Department files. This story 
was well public ized by all the news services and newspapers before 
t was edge here. An insert in the story carries a reppodu tio 
of the letter of J. Edgar Hoover denying that the Federal Bureau of 
livestigation na examined the 81 Joy alt) files which the Tydings 
ommittee had wee going over. 

Now, ] have a copy of that letter that also appears in From the 
Record, also bee affidavits that were presented at that time. ot 
rather, the statements by several of these men who were quoted here 
s having gone through the files. If the subcommittee would like to 
have those in full, I can introduce those in the record as exhibits. 

Senator Monroney. Those are the affidavits that substantiate the 


tories ¢ 
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Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir. In that story it mentions the statements of 
the men who did go through the files and strip the files, and her: 
are their statements. They were all well publicized before, but jusi 
in case the Senator or somebody did not see them at that time, we have 
them here. 

Senator Monronery. | think they should be put in the record 

Mr. Smiru. Very well. Would you like to have the Hoover letter / 
It is in the record also. I have a copy of that on the stationery 

Senator Monronry. That is a photo copy, is it 4 

Mr. Smirnu. Yes, sit 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Smirit. Next to it is a story headed “Senator Tydings Whit: 
wash Splashes Party.” It is a story that appeared on the news wire 
~~ before this piece of campaign literature was printed. 

Below it is a short “Tydings Has Defended Acheson Since 1933.” 
It refers to the statement of Tydings carried in the Congressional 
Record May 16, 1933, on page 5454. 

And again may I call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
none of this material that IT have been talking about which fills the 
bulk of this From the Record has Mr. Tydings objected to, or is 
there any way of controverting the fact that they are direct quotes 
from the Congressional Record, and also from ne Wspaper stories. 

Under it is a quotation from Abr: tham Lineoln, 

In the next column is the story “Tydings Comnuttee Blamed fo: 
High Korean Casualties.” This is one he did object to. 

it | Deg ins “Veteran observes are holdiig Senator Tydiiigs, chai c 
man of the Senate Armed Services Committee, to blame for the hor E 
ribly high casualties of the war in Korea.” Again this story wa 
developed from a number of statements made in this light. Parti: 
ularly the points recounted were carried in columns written by David 
Lawrence and published in the Washington Star. On the same page 
is a picture of Owen Lattimore made at Yennan Communist head 
quarters. It isalsoa reprint of a stock picture. 

Senator Monroney. Pardon me, but before we go on, did you car 
to document this Tydings committee matter / 

Mr. Smrru. Oh, yes, sir. I have some of those columns. 

Senator Monroney. | think you mentioned David Lawrence, | 
believe you mentioned David Lawrence. 

Mr. Smiri. David Lawrence, ves, sir. Here they are from the actus! 
newspaper context. 

Senator Henninaes. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, Senator. 

Senator Henninas. Have you documented, Mr. Smith, the Story 
appearing in column 5, which you say appeared on the news wires / 

Mr. Smiri. Sir, that was a story— 

Senator Hennines. Under the caption “Senator Tydings Whit 
wash Splashes Party.” 

Mr. Surru. That was a story by a man by the name of Mike Ken 
ney in St. Louis. 

Senator Hennines. T know the man. His name is Kenney. 


‘» 


Mr. Sarru. T have been unable to find the clipping in my file. 
hut at the time the story was written it had appeared in the pre: 
at that particular time. It was just shortly before the enealiio 
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“Tydings Loses Maryland Supporters” 


is the heading on the other 
sory on the page recounting the fact that an analysis of votes in the 
Mi aryland Democratic primary shows that 1: 26.849 voters who voted 

a governor did not vote for Mr. Tydings. This story had appeared 
I aeauile in the news columns of newspapers. The short below it, 

‘New Deal Invited North Korean ah asion.”’ refers to a speech mace 

y Dean Acheson January 12, 1950, in which he outlined our defense 
perimeter. The head shots appearing in the pictures on the back page 

ere all accurately identified and there was no question as to the 

iptions raised by Mr. Tydings except on the one of Remington. 
Phis caption said that Remington was waiting trial for perjury for 
lenying he was a Communist. He has since been convicted, 

It is true that the Tydings committee did not send an official orden 
okey Resiington:on the Commere » Departinent payroll. The ordet 

from the Lova iN Boar 1 maded by Seth Richardson. The Tyd 
us comimitttee, Lomvauet. ! fue “l to Inve stiga te the Remington cise 
hougn he was No. 19 in Senator MeCarthwy’s ch: ives and the Senate 
| specifically ordered the committee to investigate the lovalty of 
senate in the State De ‘partment and such other agencles agaist 
whom the charges have been made. 

In the lower left-hand corner is the composite photograph of which 
| have explained fully in my opening remarks. The picture to the 
right of the Marines came, I believe, from combat pictures taken by 
Marines. It was a stock picture and, of course, the quotation under 

from President Truman is well known. I believe this covers every 
thing in the circular. Tam now ready to answer any and all ques 
tions Which the committee wishes to ask. 

Senator Monroney. For the record. I would like to announce that 
Senator Hendrickson had to leave in order to attend the funeral of a 

ry close friend of his in New Jersey, We revret that he cannot be 

ere for the balance of the day. 

You may proceed, Mr. McDermott 

Mr. MeDermorr. Mr. Chairman, TE would like to identity for the 

ord the exhibits which have been introduced by this witness. 

Exhibit No. 53.to which Mr. Smith referred, as the program of the 

eting at the Wardman Park Hotel on February 17—what is thi 

iron this, Mr. Smith. do vou know ¢ , 

Mir. Suri. T don’t know. ‘Phere was some questiol 

is 1947 or 1948. 

Senator Monroney. | think you said there was 

Mr. Smiru. I think it was 1948. 

Mr. MeDermorr. It says February—— 

Mr. Surru. My information was that it was 19-48, 

Senator Monroney. Here it is, February 17. Mareh LO, March 
ind April of 1948, that is what vou say in vour statement. 

Mr. Smrru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MceDermorr. And this program refers to four off-the-record 
evenings on Russia, sponsored by the Bryn Mawr College Endowment 
Committee. 

The document referred to as Exhibit No. 55 may be found in the 
iles of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Exhibit No. 54 is a photocopy of a handwritten 
statement signed by Paul E. Sullivan. 


ras to whether 


uo mustake 
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(The document referred to as Exhibit No. 54 may be found in t! 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Exhibit No. 55 is a photocopy of a handwritte 
statement signed by Francis Eugene O’Brien. 

(The document referred to as Exhibit No. 55 may be found in t! 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Exhibit No. 56 is a photocopy of what appea: 
to be a handwritten statement, not identified as to name, and the sig 
nature and a portion of the statement is wiped out. 

(The document referred to as Exhibit No. 56 may be found in t! 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Exhibit No. 57 is a photocopy of a handwritt: 
statement, apparently signed by Bernie Threadgill, Jr. 

(The document referred to as Exhibit No. 57 may be found in t! 
tiles of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. And Exhibit No. 58 is a photocopy of a letter o| 
1. Edgar Hoover to Joseph R. McCarthy, dated July 10, 1950, 

(The document referred to as Exhibit No. 58 may be found in the 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. Could you identify the source of the hand- 
written documents, who they were written to or where they came 
from. 

Mr. McDermorr. That does not appear on the face of the statement. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Exhibit No. 59 is a photocopy of a column 
by David Lawrence, dated July 12, 1950, to which is attached news 
‘lip ypings of columns by David Lawrence dated September 25, 1950. 
August 5, 1950, and pasted to the sheet is a portion of a news clipping 
from a paper dated November 20, 1950. 

(The document referred to as Exhibit No. 59 may be found in th: 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Those are all of the exhibits which have been re 
ceived in connection with the testimony of this witness. 

Now, Mr. Smith, how long were you employed as chief editorial 
writer for the Times-Herald ? 

Mr. Smriru. About 3 years. 

Mr. McDernorr. Three years? 

Mr. Smirn. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when did you terminate your active employ 
ment with them ? 

Mr. Sarin. On December 10. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is 1950? 

Mr. Smrrn. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you go to work immediately then for 
Senator Butler? 

Mr. Smrrn. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, prior to your employment with the Times 
Herald here in Washington, you indicated in your statement that you 
worked for other Washington papers, is that correct ? 

Mr. Smirx. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What paper was that? 

Mr. Suiru. I worked for the Washington Daily News. 

Mr. McDernorr. I see. And what was the term of your servic 


with the Times-Herald ? 








—— 
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Mr. SmitH. Well, the Times-Herald has been ever since 1939, when 
the Times and the Herald were joined together. Prior to that I had 
worked for the Herald and for the Times separately. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now, your present position, I believe you 
ndicated, is that of administrative assistant to Senator John Marshall 
Butler, is that correct ? 

Mr. Swiru. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you perform the usual functions of an ad 
ministrative assistant with which the members of this subcommittee 

re familiar? 

Mr. Smirnu. I think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you hire the oflice personnel in your office ? 

Mr. Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you employ Mrs. Katherine Van Dyke in 
vour office / 
~ Mr. Smorru. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was she employed by you and at your suggestion / 

Mr. Smrrn. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. When was she employed by you / 

Mr. Smiru. She was employed by me sometime during the period 
between the time I took my position as administrative-assistant up 
until January 3. I don’t remember the exact date at all. It was 
rather a continuous performance. She, of course, was a volunteer 
worker in Senator Butler’s office, and she was receiving no pay over 
there, and she just continued to keep on working until 1 put her on 
the payroll, 

Mr. McDermorr. When had you first met Mrs. Van Dyke? 

Mr. Surru. During the campaign, I met her over in Senator Butler's 
office. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be his oflice in Baltimore / 

Mr. Sarru. The campaign headquarters. 

Mir. McDermorr. In the Lord Baltimore Hotel at Baltimore / 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you actively participate in the campaign of 
John Marshall Butler in Baltimore? 

Mr. Smrrn. No, sir. Lu 

Mr. McDermorr. But you did have occasion to go over to this cam- 
palgn headquarters / 

Mr. Surry. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first meet John Marshall Butler / 

Mr. Sairn. I first met him in connection with my work as an edi- 
torial writer in checking up on his campaign. 

Mr. MeDrrmorr. That was about the time of the primary in Mary 
land, in 1950# 

Mr. Smirn. As I recall, it was sometime before the primary. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Can you fix the date on that? Would j 

cometime in August or July ¢ 

Mr Smirn. LT should im: iine it was sometime in July. LT could not 
fix a date, because it did not, at that time it did not appear to me to be 
of any significane eas to any dates or times or anything. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the occasion of your first meeting with 
\Mr. Butler? 

Mr. Smiru. Yes. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did you see him regularly then during the course 
of the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Smirnu. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You took no active part in the conduct of his cam 
paign in the State of Maryland / Ee 

Mr. Smiru. No, sir. j 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you a resident of the District of Columbia, o1 
do you live in Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. No; I live in Virginia. 

Mr. McDermorr. In Virginia? 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any contribution to Mr. Butler's 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. To the campaign treasury ¢ 

Mr. Sairu. No, sir. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, did you have any prior senatorial experi 
ence? Had vou ever been employed in a Senator’s office? Were you 
ever a me mmber of a senatorial committee ? 

Mr. Smiru. No. LT was on the Hill 15 years in the press colony, 
but I never worked in any senatorial office. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you determine that you would serve 
Mr. Butler in the ¢ ee of an administrative assistant ? 

Mr. Surriu. Why, it was about, let’s see, the election was on the 
Yd. and it was about the next Monday that he asked me to go to work 
for him. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be the Monday following the elec- 
tion? 

Mr. Smiri. Yes. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Did you have any discussion with him, or with 
anyone else, with reference to vou serving him in that capacity prior 
to the election 4 

Mr. Smiru. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. That subject was never mentioned by anyone 4 

Mr. Svrria. It never was. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your present salary, Mr. Smith, as ad 
niinistrative assistant to Senator Butler / 

Mr. Smirn. It is $10,848; I think it is. 

Mr. McDermorr. $10,848 a year? 

Mr. Saaru. T think that is what it is: yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, at the time you supervised the production 
of the tabliod entitled “From the Record.” which has been identified 
in the records of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 1, you were then 
chief editorial writer for the Times-Herald; is that correct / 

Mr. Smiriu. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that in the latter part of October 
Mrs. Miller, the editor of the Times-Herald, told you that the Times 
Herald intended to publish such a circular; is that correct ? 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know approximately what that date was, 
with any greater degree of definiteness? 

Mr. Smrru. No, sir: I don’t remember the date. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, is that conversation that you had with Mrs. 
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Miller the first information you had of the paper's intention to pub- 
lish such a tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that she suggested that you start 
gathering material. What did she tell you about the tabloid? I 
mean, What type of news were you instructed to gather ¢ 

Mr. Smitru. She said that we had been asked, or that we were going 
to} don't exactly remember her conversation, except that we were 
to put out the circular on Tydings concerning the whitewash of the 
charges that Me¢ ‘arthy made against the—— 

Mr. McDermorr. You were to prepare a ircular on Tydings con 
cerning the whitewash of his investigation; is that right? 

Mr. Smiru. That is correct. 

Mr. Mc Drermc rts Did she tell you by whom she had been asked LO 
prepare such a circular or publish it 4 

Mr. SmiryH. No, | don’t think she mentioned it. 

Mr. Mi Deroi gt Did Vou ask he fo. whom the work Wiis being 
done 4 

Mr. Smiryu. No, sir. 

Mir. Me DerMorr. Now, vou state that in acctumulating the material 
which was ultimately used in exhibit 1, as it was printed by the Times 
Herald, that you gathered material from Senator MeCarthy’s office, 
from Mr. Jon Jonkel, and from others working in Mr. Butler’s cam 
paign headquarters in Baltimore: is that right 4 

Mr. Smwiru. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much of the material did you obtain from 
Senator McCarthy / 

Mr. Smiru. A great deal of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. A great deal of it came from Senator MeCarthy’s 
olhice 4 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. He hac more material on the Tydings investiga 
tion than anybody | know of. 

Mr. McDermorr. Whom did you deal with in his office, with refer 
ence to the acumulation of this material / 

Mr. Suirn. I think I talked to him once, and I talked to Jean Kerr 
ona cou le of occasions, 

Mr. McDermorr. You talked to Senator McCarthy and to Jean 
Kerr. 

Mr. Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. McDernorr. As vou assembled this material and vou got { 
together, then with whom did you review the material prior to pub 
lication or prior to reducing it to page-proof form ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. Nobody before page-proof form. I showed it to, I 
think, Jonkel went over it at one time, when Jean Kerr and I went to 
Baltimore and showed him some of the material, but that was not all 
of it. It was probably about 50 percent along the way at that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state that vou and Jean Kerr took some of 
the material to Baltimore and went over it with them there. 

Mr. Suirn. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever go over it with Mr. Jonkel in the 
limes-Herald office ’ 

Mr. Smirru. He looked some of the materal over there one after- 
noon. Twas not there with him. My office was right next door to Mrs, 
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Miller, and the door was open, and we walked back and forth all th 
time. I knew he was in there looking it over, but I was not standing 
beside him while he was doing it. 

Mr. McDermorr. The various columns, as they appear in the tal 
loid, those columns were written by you, were they ¢ 

Mr. Smirn. Not all of them. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Well, who else assisted in the writing of tha 
material ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. Nobody assisted in writing it. Much of that materia! 
was a direct lift from places. No change was made in it whatsoever 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. But the selection of material was made 
exclusively by you: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that certain of the material came 
from the Congressional Record and you have identified for us the 
material that has that source, and you say that the rest of the mat 
rial came from newspapers. 

Now, what newspaper was your principal source of material / 

Mr. Smiru. There wasn’t any particular one. Of course, in my 
business I was pretty well aquainted with what the newspapers were 
writing about all over the country, and I was able to more or less know 
where the material was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, in addition to the editorial on page 2 of 
the tabloid titled “The Free State’s Choice,” which you show as hav- 
ing been reprinted from the Times-Herald, what other paper mate 
rial came from that source’ Any of the other columns? 

Mr. Surru. From the Times-Herald ‘ 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Smiri. I don’t recall whether the story about the Bryn Maw: 
matter came from the Tribune or the Times-Herald, but I think they 
both printed it, as did some other papers. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You probably used your own files, though, as the 
principal source of the material 4 

Mr. Smirn. Yes, we used considerable of that. It was easier to get 
it: there it was, there was no use looking around to other sourees for it 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that much of the information was 
taken directly from the Congressional Record or from newspaper co! 
umins and then it was a rehash. 

Mr. Smurru. That is right. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You rewrote the material / 

Mr. Smiru. Not all of it, some of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did some personal editorializing in the ma 
terial that you pre pare “dl ¥ 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

Mr. MoDrraorr. Now, I believe you told us that Mr. Tankersley 
at that time was assistant managing editor of the Times-Herald, and 
was responsible for the suggestion of the composite photograph : 
that correct ? 

Mr. Smiru. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you stated also that you obtained, and |! 
presume that is from the photo morgue of the Times-Herald, the othe: 
pictures which were used in the tabloid; is that correct / 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you requisition from your photo morgue 
available pictures of the individuals in whom you were interested ? 

\ir. Smairn. Yes. 

McDerrmorr. And in those files there probably were several 
ures, several news pictures of each individual; is that correct ? 

Vir. Surra. Oh, ves, plenty of them. 

\ir. McDermorr. Who made the selection of the picture that ulti- 
‘ly was used in the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. I think “Tank” and I made them together. T don't 
ww that one of them particularly picked out one and one the othe: 
t was a matter of just going over them. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, is it correct, Mr. Smith, that ali of the 
tographs, and both cartoons appearing in the tabloid, came from 
Times-Herald files? 

Mr. Surry. No, sir. 

\ir. McDerermorr. Well, which ones did not and what was their 

irce ¢ 

Mr. Smirn. Well, of course, the Inquirer came from the Inquirer. 
did not have that in our files. The Tribune came from the Trib 

Those are the two cartoons Iam talking about. 
Che picture of Lattimore at the conference, I think that came from 
MeCarthy’s office. 
rhe pictures on the back age, the ones on Lattimore, Jessup. 
Acheson, Service, Hanson, and Remington came through requisition 
ie Times-Herald library. 

aa that does not mean that we would have those pictures in the 

. but if I asked for them the »y would go gel them. The »V wou kk | 
hem from the news services because they are stock pictures and 
eld all the time. 

‘one on Duran, I think, came from MeCarthy’s office. 

ie marine picture, they said. we had a number of sources for 
ine pictures and T thi nk that is a combat picture, they were take) 
the combat photeutepbar, 

Mr. McDermortr. Now, did both of t photogr: tphs, that is, the 

otograph of Mr. Tydings and the “i otograph of Barl Browde: 

from your library, the Times-He al 1 library ? 

Mr. Sairvu. It is my understanding they were. They could hay 

lace else and I wouldn't have known anything about 
after it Was put in the mill because, as I explained to vou, I 
know anything about it. IT mean. L didn’t have any handlin 
he actual execution of it, 
. McDermorr. Isee. Did you approve. as you did with the other 
tograp hs, did you fins ally approve the two photographs that wer 
ted for the composite ¢ 

ir, Smiru. IT might have. yes.. I don’t recall definitely that I did 

use that was in operation, as I stated, Tankersley took over. Now, 

light have held these up and said. “We are going to use these two.” 

I said, “O. K..” but I don’t recall definitely one Way or the othe: 

Mr. McDermorr. Were those two photographs selected with any 
erence to point of time’ In other words, were you interested 
ime ¢ 

‘ . SMITH. Not to mv knowledge. 

. McDermorr. What was the principal basis for your automatic 

tion. then 4 


from some ) 
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Mr. Smrru. I think I explained fully that we wanted a picture | 
Tydings listening and one of Browder’s talking, and there they were. 

Mr. McDermorr. There they were, when you put them together , Vou 
mean ? 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that the juxtaposition of the ty 
men clear ly shows it to be two different poses. 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. The fact is that they were juxtaposed in such 
manner that you wanted to make it appear that one was talking an 
the other was listening, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Suiru. That is exactly what it shows. 

Mr. McDermorr. And in the copy that was used under the phot: 
graph, did you write _ copy 4 

\ly SMITH, No. sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. ‘By whom was the copy under the photogray 
written ¢ 

Mr. Smirru. As I recall it, it was written by Billy Flythe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Flythe is an employee of the Times-Herald, 
is he? 

Mr. Smiru. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he do most of the caption work ? 

Mr. Smirn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did Mr. Flythe do most of the heads used 
on the various columns ? 

Mr. Smrru. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when the page- ped form was available on 
ihe tabloid, vou state that that was looked at by someone. Did you 
review that with anyone in addition to Mr. Patterson? I believe Mr. 
Patterson testified that he looked at it in your presence. Do you re 
call? 

Mr. Suiri. I recall he was there in the office, and, of course, Jeff 
Morgan’s office—he and T had an ofiice together—he was naturally 
there sitting at his desk, and we were around my desk. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall taking or sending the page proof 
to anyone else for their review or approval? 

Mr. Suiru. The page proofs never went out of the office, as far a 
| know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were they checked by Jean Kerr or Senat: 
MeCart hy ’s office ? 

Mr. Smirn. No: I think Jean looked over the galley proofs, but | 
don't ever remember showing her any page proofs, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in the discussion that you had with refe 
ence to the composite ee aph, was that discussion limited to Mr 
Tankersley himself, or did you discuss the use of this composite wit! 
anyone else / 

Mr. Suir. I never discussed it with anybody else. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever diseuss it with Mr. Jonkel or Mr- 
Miller? 

Mr. Smirn. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, one of the exhibits which you have intro 
duced this morning that has been identified as exhibit No. 54 is a 
handwritten statement dated July 6, 1950, by someone who signs his 
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name as Paul E. Sullivan, and that is witnessed by Donald A. Surine, 
July 6, 1950. 

Now. there is a previous exhibit in the record of this subcommittee 
which isa handwritten statement which bears the signature of William 
Fedder, and that is witnessed by Donald A. Surine. Do you know 
Mr. Surine ¢ 

Mr. Smrru. Yes; I met him since I came up on the Hill. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you are familiar with his connection with 
this inquiry, and is that the same man whose name appears as a witness 

exhibit No. 544 

Vr. Surre. I would imagine so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now. in connection with the preparation of this 

bloid, did you have any connection with an organization in Balti 

re known as the Young Democrats for Butler ¢ 

Vir. Smirn. Just one connection. 

Mir. McDermorr. And when was that 4 

Mir. Saavn. That was about the morning that we made th 

ror, | should Say, the evening before that I received an call, oste! 

mn Jonkel’s headquarters, saving that the Young Democrats for 

g over to look over the material, and that they were 
rto be over in the office the next morning. 
When | vot to the office. there were two men there. Mr. Peterson 
dalawver. TI thought Peterson was a lawyer. At that time I did 
rt know he was hot until I niet him lp here On the Hill agalh 
tly. 
Hi tole mie that he w representing the Yo hy Demoernt 


tler, and this was their lawver. and they wanted to look at the mate 


er were Comin 


I had thi valley proots there, so IT sat them down in mv offi 
howed them to him and vuve him the proofs, . 
Peterson went over about a third of it. I think. and started juestion 
rmeabout f we hada lawyer look at it.and T said that ceriainly we 
{nd he said. all right. that he had a chent in his office. and he 
going back to Baltimore. He asked this voung man with him if 
vanted to go. and he said “Now that he wanted to stay and read it 
ithe way through. So he stayed and read the whole galley proofs, 
ip. and thanked me vers kindly, and left. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did vou have any discussion with Mr. Peterson 
hat time with reference to the authorization carried in the caption 
the tabloid / 
Mr. Sairnu. No, sir. 
Senatol Monront y. Pardon me « WeTeS the cuts 1h 
it time 
Mr. Suirn. No: we did not have the cuts. 
Senator Monroney. It was all straight matter: wasn't it / 
Mr. Saurrit. It was all straight matter. 
Senator Monronry. No art work whatsoever ¢ 
Mr. Smirau. No art work. 
Mr. McDermorr. So at the time it was looked at by Mr. Peterso 
| this other gentleman, the composite photograph oO) other photo 
iphs were not avallable: is that right / 
Mr. Sauiru. No. 
Mr. Mi It RMOTT. Now. the press rth on the tabloid, we are andy ised, 
is October 24.) Tam using that date as a basis. Can you tell u 
hen that visit might have been made by Mr. Peterson ¢ 
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Mr. Smiru. Well, it would have been either that day or the d 
before. 

Mr. McDermorr. That io be the 23d or 24th? 

Mr. Smirn. As I recall it, we made it up one day and ran it 1 
next. He was over there ea mor ning of the d: ay we ran it up. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Did you have any connection with determin 
the quantity of the tabloids that were to be produced ? 

Mr. Smiru. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you advised as to how many copies wer 
be printed ¢ 

Mr. Surrn. I was told there were 500,000 copies from vari 
Sources, 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And are you familiar with the fact t! 
that is the number that was printed ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. No; not presently, that was not my business. I do 

1ave anything to do with press runs or anything of that kind. 

ie McDermorr. Did you have anything to do with the deliver v of 
tiese 500.000 copies of the tabloid for distribution ? 

Mr. Smrrn. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in your experience with the Times-Heral 
have you had occasion very often in the past to do this type of work 

Mr. Smirn. Not that I know of. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is this the only experience with which you ure 
familiar where the Times-Herald has printed a piece of literature of 
this type for outside distribution ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever print your own letterheads at th 
Times-Herald ? 

Mr. Suirn. I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all I have. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Smith, could you tell us about how much tir 
vou devoted to the composition and the editing of the tabloid ? 

Mr. Smrrx. Senator, that is hard to say, because it seems to 
that took a period of over about a week or 10 days, something lik 
that, to do the work, but I was not constantly on it. I was doing n 
other work at the time, and some days I would not do anything on 
and other days I would do 2 or 3 hours, and maybe the next day 
would be just a telephone call or something of that kind. It was 1 
a continuous performance and I could not give you an accurat 
statement as to how long it took, or anything of the kind. 

Senator Siri. Was there any charge for the composition wor! 

Mr. Surru. I beg your pardon ? 

Senator SmirH. Was there any charge for the composition wo! 

Mr. Surrn. I don’t know. 

Senator Smrru. As 1 remember, the charge was $1.440. I wor 
if that ineluded the composition work. 

Mr. Surrn. I don’t know, Senator. T am not familiar with 
business end of the office, and T don’t know anvthing about the charg 
or what they were. 

Senator Siri. All right. 

Senator Mconroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator HeNNINGS. Do you know when the picture that appen 
in the tabloid of Senator Tydings and the composite was taken / 
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Mr. Smriri. No, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Do you know when the picture of Mr. Browder 
was taken ? 

Mr. SmiruH. No, except that that might have been taken during the 
hearings. There is a possibility that it is, looking over the Life 
picture that you have before you, and the others, it seems to me 
that it is a later picture of Browder than it is of Tydings. I don’t 
know. 

Senator Hennings. So far as you know, the picture appearing in 
the composite of former Senator Tydings was not taken at the same 

me that the picture of Mr. Earl Browder appearing in the Sauenen 
was taken ? 

Mr. Smrru. I don’t know. I wouldn't say it was. 

Senator HenninGs. You don’t know anything about that ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. No. 

Senator Henninoas. Allright. Ihave no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. As this idea was mentioned to do this tabloid, 
were you ever informed as to who the originator of the idea was, or 
nder what circumstances it was conceived ¢ 

Mr. Smrru. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Did Mr. Jonkel ever suggest a tabloid / 

Mr. Smiru. IT was not in on any meeting about it when the thing 
came up, or anything of the kind. Twas ju t told that they were going 
tobe done. ‘That is all. 

Senator Monroney. You were told by Mrs. Miller, the editor in chief 
of the paper, that the tabloid was going to be done along in the latter 
part of October ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. That is my recollection. 

Senator Monronry. And you were given the task of assembling the 

iterial and writing a good part of the straight matter that appeared 

Lit ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. I believe your testimony showed that most all 
of the art work was done by the assistant managing editor, Mr. Tank- 
ersley ¢ 

Mr. Saurrn. I don’t know that he did it: he took it over. 

Senator Monronery. I mean, your responsibility was the straight 
matter. 

Mr. Suirru. He did it as a favor to mie, because I did not know how 
to do it. That was the answer. 

Senator Monroney. He was helping you? 

Mr. Smrru. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Was there any discussion regarding the com 
posite picture that you had with Mr. Tankersley as to its use, other 
than what you deseribed, that it was merely a matter of convenience 
ind make-up to balance the page and not separate the pictures / 

Mr. Svrru. That is all it was. 

Senator Monroney. There was no thought whatsoever of showing 
i more intimate association of Senator Tydings and Earl Browder / 

Mr. Surru. Not in my mind, no, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Does the Times-Herald ever run composite 
ictures ¢ 

Mr. Surru. 1 don’t know. They run montage at times, and they 
run composites in advertisements, and things of that kind. 1 don't 
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know that they ever ran—-what I mean is, I don’t recall that I could 
put my finger on any parlicular composite picture that was run. 

Senator oo . oe were not likely to have been run as a 
picture as it appeared in From the Record, in their regular editio 
of the Risen! Herald / 

Mr. Sarru. Well, it just depends on the circumstances. I would 
not know, sir. I think that was a clear illustration of an incident 
that happened. For that matter, anybody could have run it. It would 
have meant the same thine. 

Senator Monroney. [t was perfectly coincidental only for the fact 
that page limitation on the tabloid that those two were grouped 
vether Instead of be he shown se par ately 

Mr. Smiryu. Yes. if we had had enou oh run we would have printed 
them separately. That a what TL wanted to do, we would have printed 
his picture separately. 

Senator MoNnRoney It was mere hy a matter of space limitation / 

Min. Surry. That is exactly right. 

Senator Monronety. Phat the two were thrown together and it was 
cn] dba composite picture ¢ 7 

Mir. Sarrru. Yes. sir. E 

Senator Moxroney. You had no desire to get any particular attitude 
shown by Senator Tydings / 

Mir. Surru. Phe attitude was expressed in the caption, There wasn’t 
anvare CSSIT) of having iti the picture. 

Se hatoy Moxr NEY. You mean the, "Oh, thank Vou, sir’ ¢ 

Mr. Smitru. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. I see. But there was noe Hort Was ade whatev: 
to have Senator TPydings picturcd tn an expression that showed close 
nssociag1on and pe rhaps affection for Earl Browder / 

Mr. Sarirn. No, sir. 

Senator Monreney. No eflort whatsover was made to do that ? 

Mr. Smits. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. You just picked up two pictures that happened 
to blend together for the matter of space, anil space only was the only 
COUSTGeration ¢ 
Mie. SaMiri. Those two particular pictures were picked, 1 don’t know 
how, except, as TP said, one showed him listening and the other showed 
the other man talk he, and that was the situat) on; it could have been 
any number of other pictures, but those were the ones that happened 
to be at hand. 

Senator Mi NRONEY I See, And | believe Vou said the time the 
Young Democrats were over for their conference on straight matter. 
which Vou had prepared, there were ho proofs ot the art work that 
was later to appear tn about a third of the paper ¢ 

Mr. Sarri. That was still in progress. as I remember it, at that time 

Senator Monroney. Was there any effort to keep them from seeing 
the picture ¢ 

Mr. Saurra. Oh, no. 

Senator Monroney. It was just coincidental. in the haste of making 
it up. that thev were not on hand 2 

Mr. Saurru. Nobody ever showed any desire to see any pictures or 
auvthing at all. They wanted to see this material. and there it was. 

Senator Monrceney. I] see. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Nothing further. 
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Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott 4 

Mr. McDermorr. No questions. 

Senator MoNRONEY. Senator Smith / 

Senator Smiri. No questions. 

Senator MONRONEY, There being no further questions, thank you 
ery much for your appearance. 

Phe record will show a quorum is present. Mr. Tankersley. 

Mr. McDermMorr. Will you stand and raise your right hand to be 
vorn. 

Senator Monroney. You solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole 

th. and nothing but the truth, so help you Gaod ¢ 

Mir. TANKERSLEY. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF GARVIN E. TANKERSLEY 


Senator Monroney. Do you have a prepared statement / 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. No: I do not. 

Vir. McDermorr. Mr. Tankersley. if vou will 

one available there we will all le able to heat 

Will you give us your name and your present 

Mr. TANKeRSLEY. My name is Garvin E. ‘1 ) 

ttioned in Chienago. My residence there. of course. is not permanent 

Sheraton Hotel. My legal residence is 1727 North Hunti 

Street, Arlineton. Va.. where I have lived for cl ) i 

ima Virginian by birth. 

Mr. McDermorr. How lone 

nt time 4 

Mir. ‘PANKERSLEY. I have 


danuary lo, roughly, 


CG .s edt 

Mr. McDermorr. And what is your present employme 
nin Chicago, Mr. Tankersley / 

Mr. Tankerstey. My desk is in what we call the Sund: 


working with the feature editor or the Sunday 


arge of all special sections and color printing a 

Mer. McDermorr. That is the Chicago Trioune / 

Mr. ‘TANKERSLEY. Chicago Tribune. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was vour last 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. Well, IT am assistat 

ish mMneton ‘Times Hk 

McDermorr. A 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. |] 

Mr. McDermorr. For this work in Chicago ¢ 

Mr. TANkKerRSLEY. Yes. 

Viv. Mi Lt RMOTT. How long have you been on the st if] of the \V is| 

gton Times-Herald ¢ 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. I came to the old Herald. the original Was!) 
Herald, on July 1, 1934. 

Myr Mi DeERMOrT. And you have bee. continuously empl ved by 

it paper and its successor, the Times-Herald / . . 

Mr. Tankerstey. | was away for 6 months as a civilian 

r Forces during the war. 

Mr. McDermorr. During the period of July through November 15, 


oe 
raid. 
re vou temporarily 
] 
' 


lat Is it 


1950, you Were assistant managing editor of the Washi 
Herald ? 


ROTO 


T Iie? 
rton ‘Lime 
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Mr. Tankerstey. During what period? 
Mr. McDermorrt. Approxim: itely July through November 15, 195 
Mr. Tankerstey. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. In his statement earlier this morning, which yo 
have heard and with which you are familiar, Mr. Smith referred | 
your connection with the selection of the photographs that were use: 
in the tabloid, From The Record, which is identified as exhibit 1 | 
the record of this subcommittee, and particularly to your connectio 
with the composite photograph. 

When did you first hear that such a tabloid was to be produced by 
the Times-Herald ? 

Mr. ‘Tankerstey. I don’t recall the exact date. I know it was- 
the day of the week was a Thursday, and it was sometime after | 
a.m. of that particular Thursday. And that is my memory. It wa 
the Thursday previously to the date that Mr. Smith approached ni 
on the pictures. I don’t know exactly whether it was a Monday tha 
he approached me, or a Tuesday. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Would that have been approximately some time 
in October 1950, or mid-October 19504 

Mr. Tanxerstey. Yes, it was shortly after the tabloid was co: 
ceived, I imagine. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Smith discuss with you the acquisition 
and selection of the photographs to be used in the tabloid? 

Mr. Tankerstry. He did. 

Mr. McDermoir. Did he give you a list of names of the photo 
graphs that were desired ? 

Mr. Tanxersiéy. Yes, he had a list. I don’t know that we used 
illustrations on all of them he had. I am not sure about that, but he 
hada list. We could not use them all. This page 1 picture was dis 
cussed. ‘The other pictures were discussed. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with the picture work in the tab 
loid, did you discuss that with anyone else in addition to Mr. Smith / 
Mr. Tannerstey. Well, Mr. Flythe, who fills the job on the pape 
as sort of an assistant to me on special assignments, feature pages, fea 
(ure sections, special sections; he is a competent man, handles captio: 
and heads, so he was in the office off and on while T was talking to M: 

Smith, and I did discuss the captions with Mr. Flythe. 

Mr. McDermorr. With Mr. Flythe? 

Mr. Tankerstey. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you advised as to the source of the list 
names that Mr. Smith gave you; did he tell you that was a list he ha 


’ 
Me. Tanxerstey. No, he did not say directly. T know that o1 
picture we did not have in the files, we got from Mr. MeCarthiy’s file, 
and we copied that picture, and then I think we ended up using the 
original after all, because the copy was not very good. That is thi 
one of Mr. Duran. 

Mr. MeDermorr. That is Gustave Duran ¢ 

Mr. Tankersiey. Yes: Gustave Duran. 

Mr. McDermorr. That appears on the middle column? 

Mr. Tankersitry. On the right-hand side, middle column. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you requisition from the photo hbrary 


1 


the Times-Herald the available photographs of the individuals who: 
hades appeared on the list viven to you! 
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Mr. Tankerstry. I don’t think I was assigned that regular order 
it the time. Quite often, when we have a long list, it is much more 
onvenient and often quicker, and also where we are not sure we have 
all of the pictures desired in our files, to give it to the librarian or one 

f the clerks in the hi om ary and let him see what he has got, and it 
saves any mistakes in copying down names and identifications, it 
saves that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

vc TANKERSLEY. That is, as I recall, the way we handled 
might have requested a couple of them by inte roflice phone. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have heard the testimony of Mr. Smith 

ith ph enter to the source of various photographs and cartoons 
hat were used in the tabloid. Without reviewing all of that in de 
tail, do you concur in his recollection of those various sources ? 

Mr. Tankerstey. Yes. Of course, Mr. Smith did not go into the 
technicalities, and it was not up to him to get the pictures or find the 
pictures. That is my job. And the reason he came to me—I do not 
think he brought that up—why he particularly came to me rather than 
inyone else in the paper, because illustrations primarily has been 
my job on the paper. I came there as a photographer, and I was 
picture editor and photographic director, and I knew the ins and 
outs of reproductions and art work. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you just explain to the subcommittee, 
Mr. Tankersley, the origin of what ultimately appears as a composite 
photogr: ph of Earl Browder and Mr. Tydings; how would that 

rmiginate / 

Mr. Tanxersiry. In discussing the lay-out with Mr. Smith, I told 
him I wanted to dress it up a little bit, put these little ovals here, 
ind we discussed this. All through the hearings, the thing, the quote 
tands out in my mind more than anything, “Oh, thank you, sir. 
his, “Oh, thank you, sir,” and we wanted to get an illustration to 

ry that quote. In order to do that, I am not sure that I discussed 
ill of these details with Mr. Smith; I looked at this thing as an illus 
trator, to dress the page up, and to illustrate a point. So I wanted 
to illustrate that picture to carry that. So we got—I got all of the 

etures of Tydings that we had in the morgue—quite a number of 
ieni—all of the pictures of Browder—quite a few of those—and we 
da cross-file we looked at. I rather think I looked at the ones of 
Tydings and Mr. Browder in the same pictures and they were 
satisfactory. So [Thad my librarian check Harris & Ewing and 
vational Photos and Acme, all of our sources, to see if they had any 
pretures showing Mr. Tydings anal Mr. Browder, and none of them 
re satisfactory. 
r. McDermorr, Let me interrupt you just a moment at that point 
was the reason for their being unsatisfactory: was there too 
“reat a distance between the two individuals ¢ 
Mr. Tankerstry. As to a spread, just to use this picture of 
rihes, for insta . both Tydings and Browder was In there, { 
vould not be sabato: You could not say that was Tyding 

is was Browder. I wanted something that would show them 

itely as Tydings and Browder. 

Mr. McDermorr. You wanted to get them as close together f: 

as you could 4 


"“ANKERSLEY. That is rig 
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Mr. McDermorr. Were you interested in their expressions 

Mr. Tankerstey. Not particularly. I wanted a good expression. — | 
didn't want Tydings looking that way and Browder looking the othe: 
way. I wanted to make something effective. 

Mr. McDexrmorr. Yes, you may continue: | am sorry. 

Mr. Tankersirey. Well, that is it. 

Mr. McDermorr. You could not find any satisfactory pictures ¢ 

Mr. Tankersiry. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. They were too far apart, or the eXpression Was 
not right ¢ 

Mr. TANKeEksLEY. You want me to go on down through this? P 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. I se macton three or four pictures of each, looked 
them over, and decided that these would match up. Mr. Browder’ 
original picture was looking to the left. So IT took him back to the 
ert department. Without fone into anes as to What use the picture 


was to be used for, whether it was going to be used in _ regular ; 
run of the Times-Herald or where it was going to be used, I told thy 

artist what lw: anted. He asked me if I was in a rush for it. | told E 
him. no, the next morning would be all right to complete the enc : 


vive it to me, which he did. I received it the next morning approx 
mately about 11 o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. The photograph of Mr. Browder that you s 
lected, you indicate that he was facing the wrong direction in that 
photograph ¢ 

Mr. Tankersiey. That is correct. 

Mr. MceDermorr. LT now hand you a photograph which has bee 
identified for the record of this subconimittee as exhibit 60, and whic! 
appears to be a photograph of Earl Browder, and which is dated o1 
the reverse side April 27,1950. This photograph was made availab| 
to the subcommittee by Mr. Morgan of the ‘Times Llerald. 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the photograph to which vou are referi 
now in your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Tankerstry. If that is not the photograph, it isa similar print 
I am sure it is the photograph. It came out of our files, and that 
the picture. 

Mr. McDermorr. 1 now hand you another photograph of Ear 
Browder which is identified for the records of this subcommittee as 
exhibit No. 61, and which appears to be the same photograph as exhib 
60 except that it is reversed and facing in the opposite direction. 

Mr. Tankersiry. Yes, this is a copy that was made ia our phot: 
graphic studio and on our copying board, and reversed to the specifies 
tions asked for by the artist. 

Mr. McDermorr, That was done because in the original photograp! 
that you selected of Mr. Browder he was facing toward the outer mat 
vin of the paper; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Tankerstry. Yes. And as long as it was to be copied to be 
reversed; there was a question of having it reversed, so it was reversed, 
Browder and Tydings. We reduced, as you notice there, the artist— 
I did not specify it be reduced, because that was his job—he reduc 
the picture in copying it, to its specification, 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did you select this photograph which has been 
lentified as exhibit 60 because of the expression that appears in the 


photograph ¢ 

Mr. Tankerstvy. Because of the action in it. 
vas one of the more recent pictures of Browder. I started to make the 
] vot the most recent, 


and also because it 


istake of selecting one without his mustache. 
ecause | haven't seen Mr. Browder for vears. 
Mr. McDermorr. You were interested in getting, since you 


were 
alking about a reasonably contemporary one, you were interested | 


ing 


etting the most recent pictures é 
Mr. Tankersitey. Not necessidrily. I wanted one that would look 
e him at this time, would be recognized as SO. 
Vir. McDermorr. You selected the picture of Browder and you had 
reversed, What did you do about the picture of Mr. Tydings ¢ 
Mr. Tankerstry. That was a problem. Some of them did not look 
ce Mr. Tyvdings. Some of them looked like they were made back in 


29, not dressed according to date. I have seen Mr. Tydings more 


ten than TL have Mr. Browder. And this picture, to me, was typical 
Mr. Tydings. I think evervone would recognize him right away 
Mr. Tydings. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Is that the picture that you ultimately 

your composite; is that the picture of Mr. Ty- 


sed as the basis for 
lings? 

Mr. Tankerstry. Yes. 

Mr. McDermott. And did it come from vour files, to the best of your 
knowledge ? , 

Mr. TANKERsLEY. It was there, the one originally in our files. I do 
ot know whether it was an International News picture or who made 
e picture, but it came from our files We did not go outside, so fal 
is I know. As J explained to Vou, the hbrarian delivered several 
! velopes to me. 

Mr. McDermorr. T now hand you a photograph which has been 
dentified as exhibit No. 62, which is a cut-out photograph, and on the 
reverse side of it, written in pencil, are the words, “Senator Millard 
lydings.” ‘This photograph was also made available to us by Mr. 
Morgan. bask you if you have ever seen this photograph before. 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. I probab ly have. It was probab ly in the enve lope. 
It is apparently—-I don’t recognize whose writing that is, the identifi 
ition, It could be the librarian—that blue pencil there apparently 
ras used, maybe in the old Times before the papers were combined 
Vhat is the tvpe they used to mark the pictures down there. I don’t 

ow whether 1 paused over this “egos I doubt if I did. When 
[ started narrowing them down, if it was already eut up lke this I 
vould have passed it up immediate hy. because you could not very well 
vork with another picture, paste it up. 

Mr. McDermorr. In making the composite and using the photo 
eraph of Mr. Tydings that you did ultimately use, was it not necessary 
o cut the photogr: iph in that manner? 

Mr. TAnkKers.ey, The artist found it necessary. Sometimes we send 
ictures to the engravers and they do it, they take care of the stripping 
n the engraving itself. 
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Mr. McDermorr,. But it is necessary to cut the pictures and fit them 
together ? 

Mr. Tankers.ry. Not always, no. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Was it necessary in this case ¢ 

Mr. Tanxers.ry. I don’t know. I honestly don’t. I told them to 
have—I told them what I wanted, and he delivered it to me the way 
I wanted. 

Mr. McDermnorr. In all of your experience in art work for thy 
‘Times-Herald and other papers, you cannot look at that picture and 
tell whether it was necessary to cut it to make that composite 

Mr. Tankersirey. You mean to overlap’ I would say that that 
picture, probably, would have to be jagged—a jagged cut there to 
overlap that hand in front of Tydings. 

Mr. McDermorr. In a manner not too dissimilar to the cutting that 
was done on the picture 

Mr. Tankerstry. That may be true. This may be a composite of 
some other type. We have used composites in photos quite often. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Of Mr. Tydings? 

Mr. Tanxerstey. I say this was “probably used in the old Times. | 
don’t know. We have the old Times, you see, morgue, as well as the 
Herald morgue. 

Mr. McDermorr. What about this picture of Mr. Tydings which 
has been identified as exhibit No. 62, with reference to the point of 
time in its relation to the photograph of Mr. Tydings that vou did 
use in the composite ¢ 

Mr. Tanxkerstry. This one, I haven't the slightest idea when it 
was made. 1 don’t know that the caption was on it, the original cap 
tion that was on it or not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Since you supervised this work, Mr. Tankersley, 
J 9 yw hand you a portion of a story carried in the issue of March 12 
1951, of Life magazine, which purports to show the picture of Mr. 
Tydines that v as used in the composite. Do you recognize that pic 
ture of Mr. Tydings in that exhibit as the picture which vou did use / 

Mr. Tankersbry. Yes, 1 would say it was the same picture. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the same picture / 

Mr. TAnKersiey. 1 would say that. It certainly looks like it. The 
way the tie is made, the handkerchief, the expression, I would say 
0, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Having refreshed vour recollection by looking at 
it and looking at all of the pictures available there. what do you say 
with reference to the rennin date of that picture‘ 

Mr. Tankerstey. Of Mr. Tydings? 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Yes. 

Mr. Tankerstey. I still would not know, 

Mr. McDermorr. You still would not know / 

Mr. Tankerstey. No, I would not. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe 

Mr. Tanxkersiey. I think it is a good likeness of Mr. Tydings 
That is what I base my selection.on. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you believe that is a later picture of Mr. 
Tydings in exhibit No. 62 

Mr. Tankerstey. This picture that I know is Mr. Tydings is muc! 
more like Mr. Tydings than this. If this picture was handed me 
along with a lot of others, IT would not necessarily pick that of Mi 
Tydings. 
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Mr. McDermorr. | believe that at the bottom of the story in ex 
hibit 63, which is the story from Life magazine, they purport to date 
the picture of Mr. Tydings. What date does that show ‘ ; 

Mr. TANKerstry. They say 1938, “Listening to election returns.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know whether that is accurate or not? 

Mr. Tankersiey. I really have no way of knowing. As I said, 

ive you got the original of this picture ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No, we were unable to get it, sir. 

Mr. Tankersitey. As you see from this, and m: avbe from some other 
pictures we have, a lot of times due to the care lessness of the clerk, 
fails to paste it down, the original caption, back of the picture. ses 
of them may be attached to it, and that gives you the date and all, as 
t ison the Browder picture. It is easy to tell when that was made. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Then, having selected these two photographs, you 
directed the art department to prepare the composite, and that work 
was ultimately done under your direction and the composite photo 
graph ultimately appeared in the tabloid; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tanxerstey. Yes. I did not stand over the actual manual 
work, but I told them how I wanted it, the effect I wanted, and they 
gave it tome. And I turned it over to—I do not recall directly if 
[ actually handed it to Mr. Smith or to Mr. Flythe, but gave it to the 
two of them that were working on it. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. In selecting the two photographs of Earl Brow 
der and Mr. Tydings and in preparing the composite, it was your 
intention to show them in close conversat ion, with Mr, Tydings listen 
ng and Earl Browder talking; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. I wanted an effective picture. I wanted for any- 

e looking at that will see that it is Mr. ‘Tydings and Mr. Browder. 
specified to Mr. Flythe and also reiterated to Mr. Smith, that it 
ist carry the explanation of a composite picture, that it is such, and 
hecked the proof myself to be sure that it did carry the composite. 

Mr. McDermorr. Exhibit 62, which was made i ailable to us by 

Morgan, appears to be a photogr aph of Mr. Tydings listenme 
ther than the fact that vou did not like it as a picture of Mr. ‘Pyding 

{| you find any other objection to the use of that photograph ? 

Mr. Tankerstey. That particular picture? 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Yes. 

Mr. Tankersiry. | don't—I could not swear that I ever saw that 
jeture. I probably did, along with hundreds of others. 

Mir. McDermortr. What about the expression 4 

Mr. Tankerstey. I eliminated a lot of them. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. What about the expression on that, compared 

th the picture that you actually used ¢ 

Mr. TaNkers.ey. Let me see that again. I might have. if I had 

en that pieture—it was a better likeness of Tydings—I might have 

sed that one. 

Mir. McDermorr. Are the expressions the same / 

Mr. Tanxerstey. I think this expression is more—vou would recog 

ze that quicker of Tydings. You understand, of course, I just 

iked at hundreds of pictures. . 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. dust what did you wish to convey; did you tell th 

rtist what you did want to convey ¢ ; 
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Mr. Tankerstey. We wanted to—we felt that not only from this e 
tabloid—this was just incidental, so far as the paper is concerned 
there is no secret about it—-we wanted Mr. Tydings to get out of the 
Senate and we felt that Mr. Butler would be better for the Senate. 
Senator Smirn. But just what did you want to convey by the con 
position 4 
Mr. Tankersiry. You mean putting them together 4 
Senator Sarru. What thought did you want to convey to the peop| 
who saw it ? 
Mr. Tanxersitry. That we wanted to—rather, | did—lI discussed 
this with no one, not even Mr. Smith. We were, certainly, trying to 
connect Mr. Tydings up, not necessarily a ‘lose rel: ationship with these 
persons, the people who have been named in this original investiga 
tion, the Tydings whitewash—and you all know his manner to Mr. 
Browder and Mr. Browder’s manner to him—I don't have to repeat 
wll of that—but we wanted to show that Mr. Tydings did treat Mr. 
Browder with kid gloves, and conveyed that in the caption. We 
conveyed that inthe caption. No secret on that. 
Senator Smirnu. Was it your attempt to link Senator Tydings with 
communism that you had in mind 4 
Mr. Tankersitry. No, I don’t think anyone can accuse Mr. Tydings 
of being a Communist. I know I don’t. 
Senator Smirxa. Tam not asking that. [ am asking if your inteit : 


was to— 

Mr. Tankerstey. Not any more than he has already been linked i: 
his, well, protection of some, people might think are Commies. — | 
don’t see why he should object to that being investigated. 

Senator Smiru. It was Browder the Communist and not Browder 
the man that vou wanted / 

Mr. Tankerstey. It was Browder the witness who was thanked by 
Mr. Tydings. It says so. 

Senator Smiru. Because he was the witness / 

Mr. Tankersiey. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Not because he was a Communist / 

Mr. Tankersiry. No. 

Senator Suarru. Did [understand you—— 

Mr. Tankersiry. I said no. The fact that he was a Communist. 
He was a Communist leader, and everyone knows that, but the fact 
that he was the witness who was thanked in these words by Mr. 
‘Tydings. 

Senator Smrru. What Tam trying to get from you is what you 
intent was, what you tried to put across to the artist or what you did 
put across to the artist, to impress the people who read it. 

Mr. Tankerstry. Absolutely. 

Senator Surry. Did you want to impress the people with Tydings 
and Browder at the committee hearing: did you want to impress them 
with Tydings, and Browder as the witness; or with Browder as thi 
(‘communist ? 

Mr. Tankersiry. I wanted to illustrate this quote—this quote right 
here. That is what I wanted to illustrate. 

Senator Hennines. You heard Mr. Smith tell us, I believe, as | 
understood it at least, Mr. Tankersley, that the primary consideration 
in vetting us this composite wis fo effect a compression of space, to 
utilize space. 
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Mr. TankKerstrty. Well, Mr. Smith—— 

Senator Henninas. Did IT misunderstand / 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. I cant’ answer for Mr. Smith, but I know the 
result of the composition on that was that we wanted a picture of Mr. 
lydings and Mr. Browder together for this spot. And as [ said, we 
looked at the other. So far as Smith was concerned, that was the 

iin issue, of space. Tasked him how much more space. [asked him 

| could have all of this down here. He said, “No, we have to get this 
irine thing in. If we had had all of this We ¢ ould have taken the 
ture made at the Investigation and used it. 

senator HENNINGs. So that had it been hecessary to conserve evel 

ore space vou might have, through your device, had Mr. Browder 
even closer to Senator Tydings ¢ 

Mr. TAN KERSLEY. Well, we could have, but this w ly. we Keep thie 

formity of the heads. These heads are pretty miu h the same value. 

Senator HENNINGs. You would not have had him on his lap, as they 

d the midget on Mr. Morgan's / 

Mr. Tankerstry. We would have put Mr. Tydiny 
ler’s lap, if | wanted to illustrate that. 

Senator Hennines. Or the converse / 

Mr. ‘TAN KERSLEY. Mr. Browde outsiiarted Pydings. I thin 

Senator HENNINGs. Were you present at the hearing ¢ 

Mr. "TANKERSLEY. No. never Was. | liste ned to some of th 
also read quite a bit about it. 

Senator HENNINGs. Did you read the transeript 4 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. [ have read transcripts since and listene 
records 

Mr. Hennines. Have you read the full transeript / 

Mer. TANKERSLEY. No: Il am sorry I haven't. 

Vehavlol HENNINGs. ] helieve I understood vou to Sav. Mi. Tag 

sley, that your direction to your technical may 
fant iis could he done the implication ~ ot the peru 


sir’ ¢ 


Mr. Tankersirey. I did not eive the artist that. 


Inpose. 

Senator Hrenninés. That was your idea / 

Mr. Tankersvey. I didn’t pass the artist that word. He had never 

ird that quote, so far as I know. 

senator HENNINGs. | did not mean to chang your suggestion. 
Excuse me 

lt was vour idea to illustrate the phrase, “Oh, thank you, sir’ 

Mr. Tankerstey. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Or, “Oh, thank you. sir” Or. “Oh. than vou, 

just What Intonation or emphasis did vou plan eon that verbage, 

not having read it—I take it you had not read it ? 

Mr. TaNwerstey. Tread that part. 

Senator Hennings. Had you read that / 

Mr. Tankersiey. I also heard that part. 

Senator Henninos. How much of that part ¢ 

Mr. Tangkerstry. Well, T could not tell you exactly. 

Senator Hennines. You heard that part / 

Mr. TaANKersiey. I have heard it since on the recording. 

Senator Hrennines. What inflection or intonation did Mr. Tydings 


79 


/ 
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Mr. Tankerstey. Well, now 

Senator Hennings. Can you simulate that? 

Mr. Tanxkerstey. I can’t impersonate Mr. Tydings. I would n. 
attempt to. 

Senator Henninos. I mean in terms 

Mr. Tankerstey. You want me to repeat the way it affected m 
brain ? 

Senator Hrenninos. Not to simulate Mr. Tydings’ voice, but by way 
of emphasis, there are a good many ways of saying, “Oh, thank yo 
sir”’—sometimes with irony, sometimes with an implication of grat 
tude and thanks, and with sareasm. How would you interpret it 
you heard it? 

Mr. Tankerstey. Well, I would say on that, “Oh, thank you, sir” 
that is not very good—I think Mr. MeCarthy could do better. 

Senator Hennines. You have heard district attorneys in the course 
of prosecutions rather ironically thank witnesses ? 

Mr. TaANKERsLEY. Sarcastically, you mean? 

Senator Hrennines. Yes. 

Mr. Tankerstey. I didn’t denote any sareasm in Mr. Tydings 
voice. 

Senator Henntnos. You thought it was- 

Mr. Tankerstry. More relief. 

Senator Hennings (continuing). Rather a free flowing expression / 

Mr. Tankerstey. Well, more relief rather than free flowing. He 
was glad to have finished talking to Mr. Browder and get him off the 
stand. 

Senator Hrenninos. He had about all he wanted of Mr. Browder / 

Mr. Tankerstey. Well, he had heard all he wanted’Mr. Browder to 
say at that time. He didn’t want Mr. Browder to go any further. 

Senator Henntnas. That was your view ? 

Mr. Tankersitry. That was my impression, exactly. 

Senator HENNINGs. eg isall. Thank you. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I correctly understand your explanation 0! 
this now, Mr. Tankersley, that you made this ultimate selection base 
on the expressions of the two men in the photographs that you ull 
mately used, and you used the composite because you were desirous 
of showing them closer together physically than they appeared in any 
news photograph that was available to you for use in this tabloid’ 

Mr. Tanxersiey. It stands to reason I would not have Mr. Browde: 
seated and Mr. Tydings standing. I want to get them the same with 
the results I showed there, to get them down to the same size, relative 
value, something that a person looking at it would call their attention. 
let them read the caption. 

Mr. McDermorr. About as close together as they could be without 
one being behind the other ? 

Mr. Tanxkerstry. I had no desire to hide one of them or have one 
sitting in the lap as was suggested here. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time you did this work were you advis 
for whom it was being done or at whose request it was Heine done! 

Mr. Tanxerstry. Well. I had not been advised directly. IE did mak 
an inquiry of my own. I mean, in passing time, I said. “Who are we 
getting this tabloid out for?” They said, “A group of Young Dem 
erats who want to come out for Butler.” And [ was ititerested 
that. That sounds good. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever confer with that group of Young 
Democrats for Butler ? 

Mr. Tankersiey. I did not. I have never seen them to this day. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions / 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith, any questions / 

Senator SmirH. No; I do not have any more. 

Senator Monroney. Does Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Being well versed in pictorial representation, 

| you tell me this: I believe the Tydings’ hearings were held in this 

om, most of them. I do not know where the famous picture, if it 
ere a composite, was taken, but a picture taken in this room with 

» witness at that table and Mr. Tydings where I sit would not have 
een acceptable to the tabloid ? 

Mr. TANKeERsLEY. Not to this space. If I had all of this space at 

e bottom and if it had been a good picture—of course, some of the 

ctures were not looking at each other—maybe Tydings would have 
een talking to someone else at the time. 

Senator Monroney. Or he would not have been shown in quite such 
close association ? 

Mr. TANKERSLEY. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And the effect of illustrating, “Oh, thank you, 
sir’ would not have been as you say as effective as the composite ? 

Mr. Tankersiey. That is correct. It would not have been as effec- 
tive. 

Senator Monronry. As the composite make-up was? 

Mr. Tanxerstry. This whole tabloid was gotten out to catch the 
eve of the voter. 

Senator Monroney. And to create an impression on the voter, I be- 
lieve, you testified ? 

Mr. Tanxerstrey. We put headlines on stories to make them read 
the stories. We put this picture here—this is my own—to let them 
ead this caption. 

Senator Monroney. Is the headline supposed to make them read 

e story or to inform them what the story is? 

Mr. TAankerstey. Both. 

Senator Monroney. If it was informing the people of what the 

iposite was, then in the interests of truth, it would have said, “This 
| composite photograph,” would it not? 

Mr. Tanxersiey. It says that. 

Senator Monronry. In 8 point. 

Mr. Tankersiey. That is the usual caption size. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir, but IT am talking now about whether 

‘ purpose of the headline is to make people read the story or to in- 

rm them of the contents of the story? This, certainly, would not 

form the people of the picture which is probably a thousand times 
gver than the word “composite” in 8-point type. 

Mr. Tankersiéy. That is natural that you certainly would not put 

aption there the same size as the picture. That has never been done. 

Senator Monronry. Would you like to have a composite picture and 

ider it absolutely fair if you were pictured in association, in inti 
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mate conversation with a well-known Communist. and the identifi 
tion of that picture was in &-point type in the printed lines? 

Mr. Tanxkersiey. I have had some rather intimate conversatio: 
with Communists. They admitted they were Communists. 

Senator Monroney. would you like to have the picture 4 

Mr. Tanxerstey. I would not object because people know me aid 
I would be willing to stand on my record. 

Senator Monroney. I am sure you would and certainly there is 1 
intimation about any American that we question his loyalty. Th 
association in the composite picture in Intimate conversation with t! 
Communist leader would leave to many readers an impression 
doubt of the man’s lovalty, would it not ¢ 

Mr. Tankersiey. I don't think so. You take Mr. Hoover. He ha 
probably gotten very chummy with a lot of Communists in trying | 
talk to them and find out things from them. 

Senator Monroney. You mean J. Edgar Hoover ‘ 

Mr. Tankertry. J. Edgar Hoover. 

Senator Monronry. Not Herbert Hoover ¢ 

Mr. Tanxersiry. Well, either one of them. If I wanted to illus 
trate a story of Mr. Hoover talking to a Communist I would see no 
reason, It Is a common pri vctice in ne Wspapers, In years past, espec hall, 
how more rece ry when we have wire photos and telephotos and speed 
of transmission, but there have been a ny times vears ago when wi 
had a story of the King of England coming over the wires, '“The King 
of England is conferring to Roosevelt” and if we did not have a 
picture of the two together we would take and put them togethe: 
We wanted to illustrate the point that people are together, they 
talked. Browder and Tydings talked. 

Senator Monroney. You see nothing wrong in the composite ¢ 

Mr. Tankersiry. I don’t. IT mean. I can’t. 

Senator Monroney. No misleading of intent ‘ 

Mr. TANKeERsLEY. No, indeed. No more than I have ever illustrate 
stories and I have illustrated a lot of stories. 

Senator Monronry. Would vou have run that story as assisting 
managing editor in the Times-Herald, in the paper ¢ 

Mr. Tankerstry. Well, we did run this caption, this quote in t! 
‘Times-Herald. 

Senator Monroney. I said the picture. 

Mr. Tankersiey. If we did not have other picture—not the usu 
illustration that you will use in a newspaper. 

Senator Monroney. It is an unusual illustration there 

Mr. Tanxersiry. The tabloid is unusual. Don’t you think it is’ 

Senator Monroney. That is what we are trying to find out. 

Mr. Tanxersiey. The voters thought it was unusual. 

Senator Monronry. You thought it was pretty effective / 

Mr. Tankerstey. Ido. [think Mr. Tydings thinks it was effect in 

Senator Monroney. That was the pertinency of his complaint. 

Did you have any further questions ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. No, I have none, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. I am going to say, oh. thank you, sir 

Mr. McDermorr. I would like to introduce into the records of t 
subcommittee exhibits 60, 61, 62. and 63 which have been identified 
previously. 
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(The documents marked “Exhibits 60 through 63” will be found in 
tiles of the subcommittee. ) 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT E. THURSTON 


senator Monronry. Will you state your name 

Mr. Tuursron. Robert E. Thurston. 

senator MONRONEY. Will you stand and he SWOT, Do you SO] 
niv swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 


ith. SO help you God / 
Mr. Tuursron. I do. 
Senator Monroney. ‘The record will show that there is a quorum of 
committee present. 
Mr. McDermorr. Will you give us your name and address and pres 
t employment, Mr. Thurston / 
Mr. THURSTON, Robert E. Thurston, 2100 Massachusetts Avenue. 
Washington. 
Mr. McDermore. That is the Fairfax Hotel / 
Mr. THoursron. That is correct. 
Mr. McDermorr. What is your position with the Times-Herald 
Thurston ¢ 
Mr. Tuursron. Chief accountant. 
Mr. McDermorr. And how long have you been employed 
mes-Herald in that capac itv Y 
Mr. Trt RSTON. Since November —well, DN the Times-Herald since 
ts inception when the vy were consolidated January 1. 1939. and for 
erly with the Hearst organization since Nove mber of 1936. 
Mr. McDermorr. You have been chief accountant for the Times 
Herald then for 10 or 11 vears 4 
Mr. Thursron. [ have been chief accountant for the Times-Herald 
since L9O4Y, Prior to that time I Was employed in the accounting 
lepartment. 
Mr. McDermorr. As chief accountant it is your responsibility I 
sume to keep track of costs and to hgure costs and charges / ; 
Mr. Thurston. That is correct. 
Mr. McDermorr. As chief accountant did you have oceasion t 
re an estimate on the cost of printing a tabloid vy hich has be 
eVIOUS ly identified in the records of this subcommittee as exhibit 
iat isthe tabloid entit led “From the Record” ? 
Mr. Troorston. We prepared the costs of the tabloid after 
een printed, 
Virg MceDervrorr. Dis ' er prepare an estimate on 


Mr. Trcrsron. No, si 


V1 ‘ } ' 
vil Ii Deer Al | Whoo Wotllld be ana position 


Orftfo print yr é 


vat ssonaallts » fin tion of your department / 
PHUrRs TON, \. mally that would come under the supervision of 
aadiiice departed 
McDrruori Do you know whet! er such an estimate 
Ing Was prepared hy any department of the Times-He1 
Prurspon. My inderstanding is that it is. 
] rs McD) rMuorr. That was by the production cle partment. 1 
Mr. Trursron 
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Mr, McDrexmorr. We are advised the press run on the tabloid, that i: 
500,000 copies, was on October 24, 1950? 

Mr. Tuursron. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Shortly subsequent thereto did you have occasio 
to compute the costs ¢ 

Mr. THurstron. Yes, sir, we did. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. At the time that you were asked to compute thi 
costs did you have any information on the production department 
preprinting estimate / 

Mr. Tuursron. No, sir, we did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not know what that was ! 

Mr. Trursron. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you explain to the subcommittee how yo 
computed your costs in this instance on this tabloid ¢ 

Mr. ‘Tuursron. We received from the pressroom what is known a 
au press report. That represents the production of the presses and th 
pressroom for the preceding day. It shows the number of copie: 
that are printed, as well as the number of pages that are printed or 
the number of pages, rather, in each copy. We then take the number 
of copies and calculate the total number of pages that are represented 
in the printing in order to arrive at the newsprint costs which are the 
primary costs in the printing process. After we had determined the 
newprint costs we then will take the printed matter, whatever it might 
be, and measure it to determine the number of lines contained in the 
pages that are printed. After we have determined the number of lin 
in total we then determine the number of square inches of engravings 
for cartoons or matter which is not printed matter that might be in 
the pages concerned. Proceeding from there we will take and caleu 
late the composition cost. We will calculate the editorial cost, we wil! 
calculate the engraving cost, the stereotype cost, the pressroom cos! 

the paper handlers cost, the mailroom cost, and as I have previous) 
stated, we calculated the newsprint cost. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that point, Mr. Thurston, when you calculat: 
these costs like composition costs, are you availed of any specific i 
formation on the amount of time that was represented in the con 
position work ¢ 

Mr. Triurston. It is our practice in calculation of costs at the Time: 
Herald to determine them on the basis of a specific period of time and 
the total number of pages or columns or copies, whichever might be ¢! 
case, calculated into the exact cost of the specific department which 
represented in the printing of the circular or the paper or tabloid, 
whatever it might be. 

Mr. McDermorr. You use a standard base for determining con 
position costs then, is that right ¢ 

Mr. TuHurston. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you do not make any inquiry into the actu: 
time consumed in composition ? 

Mr. Truursron. No, sir; we do not attempt to keep a job cost bas) 
accounting record. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was not done in this instance or with refei 
ence to this job? 

Mr. Tuursron. We do not do that in any instance, so far as ov) 
costs are concerned. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. You may proceed. 
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Mr. Tuvrston. If I may, I will take these one by one. We first 
we concerned with the newsprint which we have calculated. We are 
ien concerned next with the editorial cost. Now in the production 
of a newspaper when we are calculating our weekly costs we know 
ow many columns of editorial content we print in any one given 
period of time, So, therefore, we take the total costs of the editorial 
epartment and calculate the exact cost per page or per column, which- 
er we might be interested in. That gives us a basic average cost for 
e column or the page of Any piece of printed matter that we might 
n out so far as the editorial department is concerned. 
W e do likewise in the composing room. We will take the total 
uber of columns published each week or each month, or whatever 
e basic period might be, divide it into the total costs of the com 
sing room and arrive ata per column ora per page cost. 
In the case of the engraving department we know the total costs 
volved in the engraving department for the period of time. We 
ll take a number of square inches of engr ville that have been 
oduced in that same period of time to get an average square inch 
ost for engraving. In the case of the stereotype we use a mat for 
irposes of the reproduction of a page. The mat itself, of course, is 
omparatively inexpensive. So we use a flat fee or a flat figure of $10 
per page in the cost of our stereotype department. 
In the case of the press room we know, of course, exactly the man 
ning that was necessary to run the presses to prin ta partic ‘ular a 
r circular or whatever it might be, so that we have that as a definite 


actor. 
[1 the case of the paper handlers we know in order to print a given 
mber of copies which requires a specific amount of newsprint it 


ll take somany paper handlers to run the job. So, therefore, we use 
flat figure in connection with paper handlers, depending on the 
umber of copies that are printed or the number of pounds of news 
int that are required. Inthe case of the mail room, we know exactly 
w many men will be required to handle any given number of copies of 
viven size. Therefore, we can calculate that definite. 'Those are 
hast factors that are involved in the costs. 
So we come down, we have editorial cost definitely established by 
tue of the column cost per column; composition likewise cost per 
imu; and engravings on the basis of square inches; stereotype on 
basis of $16 a page. The press room we know the definite men 
juired there. The mail room the number of men and the newsprint 
t we calculate, 
tr. McDermorr. Do you adjust those standards from time to time 
ly or weekly / 
Mr. Tuursvon. Well, they will be adjusted. One aa will be 
pending on the time of the year in which a job might be done. 
Naturally, at one time of the year with more ¢ ‘olumns being published 
ill, naturally, have a tendency to reduce the cost per column. 
Mr. McDermorr. You used those standards which you have ex 
ined to us in computing your costs on the tabloid, “From the 
Record,” is that correct 4 
Mr. Tm rsron. That is correct. 
Mir. Me ‘Der motrr. And those are the same costs. those are your bare 
ts on the p sroduction of the regul: ar editions of your newspaper, is 
richt ¢ 
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Mr. Tuursron. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. You say that the primary cost in the production 
of a tabloid like this or, perhaps, ) your oWn newspaper, is your ney 
pr int cost, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tuurstron. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Approximately how much newsprint would you 
use in 500,000 copies of this tabloid ? 

Mr. Trersron. It would be approximately 7 tons. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at the time on or about October 24, 19: 
when that tabloid was printed what was your newsprint cost ? 

Mr. Tuursron. Our newsprint was $106 per ton. 

Mr. McDermorr. S106 a ton? 

Mr. Truursron. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is your newsprint cost ? 

Mr. Tueurston. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you prepared these cost figures, to whor 
did you give them, or what did you do with them ¢ 

Mr. Tutrsrox. When these are prepared they are then submitted 
to the management and in turn we are advised as to the amount that 
isto b e Dinned. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the total of your computed cost ¢ 

Mir. Tan rston. The total of the computed cost as we prepared it 
Was STTSS.29, it 

Mr. McDermorr. And you submitted that figure to management / 

Mr. Tuursron. Well, we in addition to that, we will submit also 
a standard figure of 10 percent for overhead. That would take care of 4 
light and heat and operation of the building and what have you. And : 
we will also add to that, in submitting our figure to management, a 
10 percent profit figure, which we did in this instance. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what figure did that ultimately give you? 

Mr. Truursron. That added up to $1,487.84. 

Mr. McDermorr, Then you were subsequently advised by manag 
ment as to the amount to be billed, is that right? 

Mr. Trrursron. $1,440, ves, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who gave you that instruction ¢ 

Mr. Trrursron, Those instructions specifically came from—I dot 
know as I know offhand—it was probably the production department. 
| don't kk ow as it was conferred by meno, even probab ly ute le p yhor e 


oOnversation To me. 


Mr. MceDermorr. In your familarity with the production end of 
the hewspaper business, were there certain production difficulties 
that would be anticipated or e xperie ‘need in the production of a table 
of this type on the eq upment that vou have? 


Mr. Tucrsron. None that I would know of specific: ally: no, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. It would be just a routine job / 

Mr. Tirursron. I would believe so, ves. 

Mr. MeDermorr. As chief accountant for the Times-Herald a) 
your prior accounting experience with them, have you had oecasi 
to make similar computations on outside jobs of this type? 

Mr. Tuursron. Yes, sir: we have. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you always followed the same standard, did 
/ 


yo! 


Mr. TittURSTON. Yes, sir. we have basically. 
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Mr. McDermorr. What instructions did you receive with reference 
to the billing of the $1,440 figure / 

Mr. Tuurston. We were advised to bill the $1,440 to the Young 
Democrats for Butler. Mr. John B. Purnell, treasurer. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember or can you tell us from whom 
vou received that instruction ? 

* Mr. Trrurstron. Yes, that information was received from Mr. Jeff 
Morgan. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Mr. Morgan is the administrative assistant 
to Mrs. Miller; is that correct. 

Mr. Tuursron. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. You en such a bill and did you ulti- 

ately receive payment of 1 

Mr. Tuursron. Yes, sir, we transmitted the bill. The date is No- 
vember 8 And we received payment shortly thereafter. Dd say 
within a week to 10 days. Iam not exactly certain on the point. 

Mr. McDermorr. In his earlier testimony before this @ibcommittee 
Mr. John Jonkel, who was active in John Marshall Butler’s campaign 

Maryland, testified that as he was considering the production of the 
tabloid of this type he sought estimates from various sources on the 
cost of production and that those estimates which he obtained else- 
where than at the Times-Herald were from $2,000 to $4,000. Can you 
account for that discrepancy other than a wider margin of profit, 
perhaps ¢ 

Mr. Trcrsron. Tam not at all familiar with job costs or com- 
mercial printing plants and lob cost production thereon, so that I 
would not be capable at all of answering that. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do have little of that type of work / 

Mir. Tirursron. We do not have many tabloids, that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, do you do much printing for outside sorts 

Mr. Thoursron. No, not very much. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you do any 4 

Mr. Tuourston. We have on occasions: yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What occasions were those, can you tell us/ 

Mr. Trursron. I don’t recall them specifically, no, sir. We have 
done them in connection with advertisers on occasion. We have done 
printing for our own interdepartmental purposes that was not en 

rely or was not exactly distributed with the newspaper itself, such 

is pamphlets or brochures for carrier boys, et cetera. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all within your organization / 

Mr. Truocrsron. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And in arriving at the costs from the standpoint 

your accountancy operation on that sort of work, you naturally 

e the same standards ¢ 

Mr. TuHurston. We follow the same procedure and charge the de 

artment involved ; ves, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the figure that you arrived at using 

ie Various standards that vou deseribed, eleven hundred some dollars / 

Mr. Trrursron. $1,188.29, 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monronrey. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. I have one question. 

1 
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Mr. Thurston, so far as you are concerned, it would not make a) 

difference whether this circular was prepared for Young Democrat 

for Butler or anyone else, the charge that you made was a fair an me 

reasonable charge with the overhead cost and the 10 percent profit 

is that correct ? . 
Mr. Tuursron. That is correct. th 
Mr. Brecker. In other words, so far as the persons for whom y: 

were doing this job, it made no particular difference at all ? 


Mr. Tuurston. No; as far as the bookkeeping department is co 4 
cerned we have no interest in those matters whatever. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? al 

Senator Hennines. I have no questions. be 


Senator Monrongy. Mrs. Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. I have no questions. 

Senator Monronry. Was there an overhead charge made for tly 
advertising department—since there was no advertising in there, tha 
would not beproperly charged ? 

Mr. Tuurston. That is not considered in the figure. 

Senator Monroney. And none for the editorial department, wa: 
there? 

Mr. Tuurston. Overhead for the editorial department ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. TuHurston. You mean? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 


Mr. Tuursron. No; we charged direct editorial costs there, ove: : 
head as we considered it to be. ; 
Senator Monroney. That would include a lot of things that wer I 
not properly chargeable ? t] 
Mr. THursron. To editorial costs; that is right. 
Senator Monroney. What portion—how did you apportion tly | f 
editorial cost ? ; 
Mr. Tuurstron. How did we apportion it ? | 


Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Tuurston. As to this specific job ¢ 

Senator Monroney. It would not, obviously, you could not charg 
editorial department costs pro rata per page on this publication / f 

Mr. Tuursron. Yes; that is the basis that we used. Yes: we tak 
the entire editorial cost of the newspaper. We determine the nun» 
of columns of matter that the editorial matter published in the same 
period of time is, divide it into that total cost, and get a flat figur 
of cost per column. , 

Senator Monroney. And then plus your stereotype and your co 
position and your press run, that gives you your page cost? 

Mr. Tuurston. That is correct. The figure here would include ec e 
torial, management, right down to office boys, because we have tl]: 7 
entire payroll. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for your appearance. . 

The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock this afternon 
when we will resume our hearings. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the committee recessed until 2 p. m., 0! - | 
the same day.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The subcommittee hearings will come to order. 
Counsel will eall the first. witness. 
Mr. McDermorr. The first witness is Mr. W. F. Peterson. 

Senator Monronry. Will you rise? Do you solemnly swear to tell! 
-truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 
\[r. Pererson. I do. 

Senator Monroney. The record will show that a quorum of the 
committee is present. 

\s announced this morning, Senator Hendrickson is unavoidably 

absent because of the funeral of a dear friend, and he cannot possibly 
e here. 
[ believe you have a statement, have you not, Mr. Peterson ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF W. F. PETERSON 


Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. Do you have copies ? 
Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PETERSON. My name is W. F. Peterson. I have lived in Balti- 
for 32 years and am a regis od Democrat. I have four grown 
iren of whom I see a lot. as well as their friends. 
Practically all of the boys (including my three sons, son-in-law 
| two nephews), se wig in the last war and had little or no appre- 
ciation of politics or knew anything about a political campaign. 
‘hey had been too young in 1940 and most of them had been aw: Ly 
m home in 1944, 
| suggested and encouraged them to take an active part in politi 
ink that the sooner and earlier voters start taking an active part, 
better off the country will be. 
Last summer, I found among these young — a definite dissatis 
tion with Senator Tydings’ conduct of the loy: alty investigation, 
nd amazement at our lack of preparedness for the Korean episode. 
Having encouraged them to take an active part in politics, I sug 
ed that they form an organization to sup port John Butler. This 
did. and called it the Y oung Democrats for Butler. 
\lthough I was not an officer of the organization and did not pan 
pate in its leadership. Mr. Purnell frequently called on me for 
stance, advice, and suggestions; and I worked closely and co- 
ited with the organization to the limit and to the best of my 
ty. 
Tydings has complained that in the Maryland election he was 
victim of scurrilous and unfair attacks. He referred particular), 
‘omposite picture (and stated to be such) in a tabloid—the copy 
error on the omission of the word “and”—and to a full-page 
rtisement, both issued under the sponsorship of the Young Dem 
ts for Butler. The committee has already developed facts with 
rence to the tabloid; and in my opinion neither the picture, the 
of the tabloid, nor the ad had any appreciable effect on the 
paion. 
fact, Mr. Tydings during the last few days of the campaign 
eatedly complained of these publications in his speeches and in 
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his newspaper interviews. It is quite probable that his discussion of 
them and particularly his half-hour telecast on the night before elec 
tion gave them far wider publicity than the limited distribution of 
the publications themselves. From comments made to me by people 
all over Baltimore City, I am sure that this telecast lost far more 
votes for Mr. Tydings than the tabloid and the ad gained votes for 
Mr. Butler. 

The main reason for the defeat of Mr. Tydings has nowhere been 
better expressed—aside from his own statement appearing in United 
States News and World Reports, under date of November 17, 1950— 
than in an article by C. P. Ives, an associate editor of the Baltimore 
Sun, and a recognized observer and analyst of public opinion, appear- 
ing on the editorial page of that paper on November 13, 1950, from 
which I read in part—I have only been able to obtain two copies of 
this. 

Senator Monroney. We will just need one, I mean, for our files. 

Mr. Prererson. I would like to offer that as an exhibit and I would 
also like to offer the United States News and World Report of Novem 
ber 17. 

(The document referred to as “Exhibit No. 66C” may be found in 
the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monronry. You want to offer only the Tydings story, do 
you not, in there ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. That is all right. We will include that in 
there: we will include that in our record. 

Mr. Pererson. Fine, thank you. 

Senator Monroney. But the part you have reference to is only the 
interview with Senator Tydings, ex-Senator Tydings: ves. 

Mr. Pererson. This one-half page. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Prererson. Mr. Ives’ article, exhibit 65A (in the files of the 
subcommittee) which appeared in the Sun and in the copies, the 
typewritten copies here, I point out that the emphasis is mine, and 
not in the original, and reads in part as follows : 

Our own Millard Tydings is a very special case with a good deal of the flavor 
of pathos about him. No one who cheered his bravery (as this voter did) in the 
1937 court-pack fight can believe any version of the grotesque yarns about 
rush of leftism to the head in his latter years. 

What a very high percentage of the 285,000 Marylanders who went for M: 
Butler seem to have concluded about Mr. Tydings was that in a single, but dé 
terminative, episode he served the President, as Wolsey served Henry VIII 
not wisely, and in the end not well. From that first historic television show o! 
the Lattimore hearing, tens of thousands of these people seem to have had a dis 
maying sense of levity and lack of inquisitiveness in the Chairman. 

But the anti-Tydings Marylanders were probably troubled most of the Tydines 
Chavez-Lucas treatment of the Government witness Budenz. The more knowi: 
of these Marylanders realized that it is urgent top-priority policy of the Con 
munist Party U. S. A. to destroy Budenz and any other former Communist- 
likely to turn loyal. Apparently many of them anticipated the point raised 


the current Freeman by Robert Morris, counsel for the GOP men on the con 
mittee— 


then there isa quotation from Mr. Morris’ article— 


“Irom where I operated in lining up a list of witnesses, mostly ex-Communists w! 
were able to confirm the Budenz testimony about the point at issue (the Tydings 
(havez-Luecas attack) served notice on such people that if they came forw 
and testified against a Communist in Government, they would be smeared : 
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reviled on the Senate floor. Every ex-Communist had something to hide, and 
every one of the witnesses wilted in the face of it = 
That is the end of the quotation from Mr. Morris: 

There are people, of Course, who continue to call any criticism of the Tydings 
committee McCarthyism. They had better call it, say, Lodgeism, instead. 

Senator Lodge certainly doesn’t go for McCarthyism (narrowly construed) and 
he may not agree in detail with the minority counsel. But men who read Senato: 
Lodge’s thoughtful and punishing dissent from the Tydings majority report w 
know the kind of thinking that helped change things in Maryland 

(nd in the Nation generally. For a main, perhaps the main pattern, of the 
1950 primary and election voting is that of a fastidiously selective, a surgically 
discriminative, picking off of men who for one reason or another have been 
wrong on the Communist issue in American polities. 

Senator Monronry. Do you have any further amplification of your 
statements ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I would like to say that I think here we have a state 
ment by a nonpartisan and recognized observer of public opinion and 
politic al trends. It was written in the cool of the evening, the afte 
math, after the election. 

It was published on the editorial page of the Baltimore Sun, which 

a paper of outstanding reputation, and when you compare what 
Mr. Ives says in this article, the principle of what Mr. Ives says in this 
article, to What is said in the tabloid prepared in the heat of a cam- 
paign, I think that you will see why—you will see a good deal 
similarity of the points raised in the tabloid with the point raised 
Mr. Ives’ article, and I think that the result, that the outeome of thi 
elections was not the result of the tabloid. I think the tabloids were 
the result of the election because, as Mr. Ives points out, the minute 
those telecasts were shown, those telecasts of the hearings, the people 
f Maryland, as I saw them and knew them at the time, started form 
ing their minds and, consequently, I feel that the tabloid and the 
advertisement were merely the expression of, the outward expression 
of, a feeling of a few men, which was typical of the 285,000 who voted 
for Mr. Butler. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott / 

Mr. McDermorr. What is vou age, Mr. Peterson / 

Mr. Prererson. If you ask me how young I am, I would say 62. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. What is your business in Baltimor 

Mir. Pererson. | am a consulting engineer. 

Mir. McDermorr. Y ou maintain your own offices there ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, si 

Mr. McDermorr. Are a an officer of any corporations / 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. | believe vou were present at the hearing col 
lucted by this subcommittee a few days ago when Mr. Freeman and 
Mr. Purnell, the officers of the organization known as the Young Demo- 
rats for Butler, testified ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I was. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You recall that in his testimony Mr. Purnell in- 

cated to us that it was at your suggestion that the organization called 
i¢ Young Democrats for Butler was formed; is that correct ? 

Mr. Perrerson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you have that conversation with Mr. 
Purnell: if you recall | 
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Mr. Pererson. I would not attempt to state any definite date. |; 


was prior—it was not one, there were two or three conversations prior §— a 
to the filing—prior to the forming of the organization which, a- | §— t 
remember, was what—October 18? | j 
Mr. McDermorr. Yes, it was some time in mid or late October. 
Mr. Pererson. Yes. V 


McDermorr. What was the purpose of the organization, as you 
conceived it : 

Mr. Pererson. To work for John Butler. | 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time you suggested its organization, (ic 
you have in mind the publication in behalf of Mr. Butler’s candidacy 
of the tabloid newspaper ? 

Mr. Pererson. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first consider the publication of 
such a tabloid ? 

Mr. Pererson. The publication of the tabloid was—it came up in a 
conversation at Mr. Butler’s headquarters with Mr. Jonkel and Mr- 
VanDyke. There were very few, if any, papers in the State of Mary- 
innd representing or promoting the candidacy of John Butler, ai 
the idea of a newspaper—at least having one enthusiastic newspaper— 
backing Butler seemed to appeal. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, would that be in point of time prior to the 
organization of the Young Democrats for Butler ? 

Mr. Pererson. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. The organization, the Young Democrats for But- 
ler, I believe the record shows was formed on or about October 18, and 
the testimony of other witnesses says or is to the effect that this tabloid 
was in the beginning stages of production at that same time. 

Now, are you sure that that conversation that you had with Mr. 
Jonkel and Mrs. VanDyke did not precede the formation of this § 
organization ¢ : 

Mr. Pererson. That is my best memory; I am quite sure that that 
Is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall those times specifically ? 

Mr. Pererson. No. It was just incidental, and to pick out t! 
event prior to that event is very difficult. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have numerous contacts with Mr. Jonke! 
and Mrs. VanDyke and with the campaign headquarters of Joli 
Marshall Butler in the Lord Baltimore Hotel ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. It was on the oceasion of one of those many con- 
tacts that this tabloid was discussed; is that right ? 

Mr. Pererson. Right. : 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you elect the officers for the organization, 
the Young Democrats for Butler? 

Mr. Pererson. No, I talked to Jack Purnell first about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you know Edward Freeman ? 

Mr. Pererson. Slightly. 

Mr. McDermorr. And they ultimately became the two principal, 
and in fact, sole officers of the organization; is that right. 

Mr. Pererson. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you know Mr. Leonhart ? 

Mr. Prererson. No; never met him until the campaign. 
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Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, you are very familiar with the 

ctivities of this organization and you are perhaps aware of the fact 
that Mr. Leonhart was a registered political agent of the Young 
Democrats for Butler ? 

Mr. Pererson. I understand he was, although I was not familiar 
ith the details of it at the time it occurred. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Were you a registered political agent of the Young Democrats for 
Butler ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you register as a political agent of anyone 

connection with this campaign ? 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Mr. Leonhart more active in the activities 
‘f the Young Democrats for Butler than yourself? 

Mr. Pererson. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were more active than he was? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any contribution to the treasury 
f the organization known as the Young Democrats for Butler ? 

Mr. Prererson. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have any of your bank records with you? 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. We discussed ‘that yesterday and you “said 

that you would send ag investigator over. 

Mr. McDermorr. And he looked at those records? 

Mr. Pererson. He went over the records, went over all my records, 
from July 1 to February 1 of this year. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Now, you state that you made no contribution, but your check, No 
798, in the amount of $100 is drawn payable to the Young Demo- 

its for Butler. 

Mr. Pererson. Yes; and you will find that that is for G. Gibbs 
Peterson, and is so reported in the account. 

Mr. McDrermorr. That is a contribution made by you in behalf of 
(7, Gibbs Peterson, who is your son, I believe; is that correct ? 

Mr. Pererson. No, it was an exchange of funds. I had promised to 
vive him a new hot water heater for his home, and it ran to $132, and 
‘said, “Dad, how about giving—you put the $100 for me,” and so 
[ put the $100 for him, and he paid the $132 for the heater. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. I believe you also drew another check on your 
count in the amount of $200 and it was payable to the Young Demo- 
rats for Butler. Was that a similar transaction, an exchange of 

nds ? 

Mr. Pererson. No. In going to New York one day on the train 
ne day I talked to a lady, and secured her pledge of $200 for the 
Young Democrats for Butler. She did not have any spare checks, so 

asked me if I would put it in. I told her the need of the Young 

Democrats for money, and so I put the money in, and I showed your 

vestigator where I had -received her check back in exchange a few 
vs later. 

Mr. McDermort. Did you solicit other funds from other sources ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Would you tell us something about your connec 
tion with the production of the tabloid From the Record which was 
distributed under the apparent sponsorship of the Young Democrats ; 
for Butler? When did you first have occasion to see the material that Pe 
formed the copy that was included in that tabloid 4 & 

Mr. Prrerson. The first material I saw of it was some very roug! 
drafts, typewritten in, that Jonkel showed me. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those were shown to. you by Mr. Jonkel at his 
office in the Butler campaign headquarters / 

Mr. Perrrson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there anyone else present on that occasion / 

Mr. Pererson. I wouldn't know, sir: I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you ever a member of the organization 
known as the Young Democrats for Butler / 

Mr. Pererson. Not as such. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And you were not registered as thei) 
political agent ¢ 4 

Mr. Prrerson. No, sir. . 

Mr. McDernorr. I believe that someone testified—I believe Mr. 
Purnell testified and also Mr. Smith testified this morning—that you 
came over to Washington to check the proof on the tabloid; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Perrerson. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. When was that, do you recall ? 

Mr. Pererson. I have no recollection. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. You have no recollection / 

Mr. Pererson. I could not identify the date. 3 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Who came with you on that occasion ? ¥ 

Mr. Pererson. Andy Brewster. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, after reading the page proof on the tabloid, 

did you approve it 4 

Mr. Pererson. I did not read the page proof, sir. 

Mr. McDernmorr. I see. I believe Mr. Smith testified that you only 
looked at a portion of it; is that correct? Well, did you give it your 

approv: al or your endorsement / 

Mr. Prererson. What I read—I read some of the galley, and, as 
Mr. Smith said this morning, it was part of the galley; I didn’t read 
it all. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, did you approve what you had read ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were doing that in your personal capacity, 
were you ¢ 

Mr. “6 ETERSON. The Young Democrats sponsored this. I had not 
seen it, they had not seen it; and while I had been told that it was 
a checked and had been checked carefully by an attorney over 
here, I] thought it was a good thing to check it myself, and to have 
it checked by my own attorne y. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you say they sponsored this. Other than 
the use of their name, what facts relating to sponsorship are you 
familiar with / 

Mr. Pererson. Well, they went out and tried to raise money for 
it. They were sponsoring it, just as they sponsored the advertisement. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Just in the same manner that they spon 
sored the ad? 
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Mr. Pererson. That is it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you stated you had numerous contacts with 
Mr. Jonkel during the campaign. Did you raise any funds that you 
turned over to Mr. Jonkel in behalf of Mr. Butler's campaign, as dis- 
tinguished from funds you may have raised on behalf of the organiza- 
tion, the Young Democrats for Butler / 

Mr. Pererson. I don’t know that I tried—lI helped raise funds for 
the Butler campaign, but they were sent in in the ordinary course of 
events. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Now, what do you mean by that, sir? They were sent in to whom? 

Mr. Pererson. To headquarters or to Charlie Jackson or to Pat 
Mundy. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Do you mean that those checks were sent at your request or sug- 
eestion by people whom you had contacted for that purpose ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. 

Mr. McDerMorr. So you were raising funds for both aspects of 
the campaign, the Young Democrats for Butler, on the one hand, 
and the John Marshall Butler campaign headquarters, on the other ‘ 

Mr. Pererson. That is a fair statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you just make an arbitrary distribution of 
those funds so raised ¢ 

Mr. Prrerson. No. Some people wanted to give to one; some 
people wanted to encourage the Young Democrats. You had a good 
point in talking these youngsters in getting interested. 
~ Mr. McDermorr. In connection with your campaign activities, did 
you have oc casion to receive funds from Mr. Jonkel or anyone else 

Mr. Butler’s campaign headquarters for disbursement ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You never disbursed any funds on behalf of the 
John Marshall Butler ee 

Mr. PETERSON. Well. Ow, | eashed ;: i check for Jonkel., and on 
Jonkel’s instruction I ps a some money heseiubele that he told me to. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, that is a disbursement. Was that in con- 
nection with the campaign / 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then that would appear to be a disbursement in 
connection with the campaign, would it not ? 

Mr. Prererson. I just wanted to make example what I did perfectly 
ciear. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Would you explain that transaction for us? 

Mr. Pererson. Jonkel called up one day and asked if I could cash 

check for him, and I took it over to the bank. and it was mais le 
to Jon M. Jonkel. I took it to the bank, got wire clearance on it. 

Mr. MecDrermorr. What was the amount of that check, Mr. 
Peterson ? 

Mr. McDermotr. I am not sure; it was either 3 or 5 thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Jonkel brought the check to vou, and it was payable to him; 
that right ? 

Mr. Pererson. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall by whom that cheek was drawn ? 
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Mr. Prrerson. I have no idea. It was Texas, that is all I know; 
that is all I remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was a 3- or 5-thousand-dollar check; yo 
are not sure / 

Mr. Pererson. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. He brought it to you and asked you 
to cash it; is that right ? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall that the payee on that check wa 
Jon Jonkel, or was it payable to the John Marshall Butler campaign / 

Mr. Pererson. I am sure it was Jon Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Then what did you do with that check 

Mr. Prrerson. As I explained, I took it to the bank, asked them t. 
get wire clearance on it, and when they told me that they had wir 
clearance, I called Jonkel and said, “You can have your money.” 

He said, “I will send Marshall Hawks over and somebody else, anc 
to give Marshall $200 or $300”—I have forgotten the amount—“so 
that we can put on our television or radio show this afternoon.” 

Mr. McDermorr. You took that 3 or 5 thousand dollar check t 
your bank and cashed it. Did you get cash for it? 

Mr. Prererson. Yes. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Then, you notified Mr. Jonkel that you had eithe: 
3 or 5 thousand dollars in cash, the proceeds of that draft. Then, do | 
understand that he said that he would send some creditors over for 
you to pay? 

Mr. Piao Yes. Well, I don’t know whether they were credi 
tors. He said that—Marshall Hawks and somebody else would be 
there, and for me to give them some money, “because we have got 
to have a television or radio show on this afternoon.” 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he tell you how much money to give eac} 
of those persons ¢ 

Mr. Prererson. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you keep a record of that disbursement, and 
take receipts from them 4 

Mr. Pererson. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. People just came in your office and you handed 
them the money ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No; they met me at the bank. They met me at the 
bank, and had a taxicab waiting outside to get to the station. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Did you know all of these people personally ? 

Mr. Pererson. No; I knew Marshall Hawks. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the others identified themselves to you b 
name, and you gave them some money ? 

Mr. Peterson. They came over with Marshall, yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. They identified themselves to you by name, and 
you gave them some money, and they disappeared; is that right? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not keep any record of how much money 
you had disbursed to them ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, then after that transaction, was there 
little balance left over ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. 
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Mr. McDrermorr. How much was that ; do you know? 

Mr. Pererson. I don’t know; several thousand, several thousand, 

two thousand or more dollars. 

Mr. McDerrmorrt. I see. 

Phen, what did you do with that money ? 

Mr. Pererson. Gave it to Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that the same day ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir; within 15 minutes. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. So you gave Jonkel then the cash balance 

from that transaction ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the only check transaction that you had 

th Mr. Jonkel ? 

Mr. Pererson. No. sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, would you explain to us the other 

transaction. 

Mr. Pererson. I cashed a check late one afternoon for him, very 

late one afternoon for $1,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom was that check made payable ? 

Mr. Pererson. The check was made payable to Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know who the drawer of that check was? 

Mr. Pererson. I haven’t any idea. 

Mr. McDermorrt. It was again a check payable to Jon Jonkel in the 

amount of $1,000 2 

Mr. Perrrson. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Why did he bring it to you to be cashed ? 

Mr. Pererson. Because it was 4:30 ™ the afternoon and, not being 

known in Baltimore, could not cash a check for that amount that late 
the afternoon. 

Mr. McDermorr. About what date was this transaction, do you 

remember ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. About November 2 or thereabouts ? 

Mr. Prrerson. Yes, because that shows on the deposit slip. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Now, he came to you with this thousand-dollar check? Then what 

d you do with that ? 

Mr. Pererson. It was about 4: 30 in the afternoon, and I went across 
street to the Fidelity Trust Co. and asked them if they could cash 
ind all the officers whom I knew had gone, and they said they 
ildn’t cash it, but they would cash : a company check. I was an officer 

of a company that had an account in the Fidelity. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. That was a corporation ? 

\Ir. Pererson. Yes. 

Mr. MceDermorr. And the bank would not accept that check but 

would accept a corporate check on a corporation of which you 
ere an officer that maintained an account / 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. So what did you do then? 

Mr, Pererson. I went back to my office to get a corporation check, 
d by the time I got across the street to the bank they had locked the 

ult up, and there was not any money. But meanwhile I h: ad left the 

lexas check—I had endorsed it for deposit to the company’s account, 
| T had left it, and they put it in. 
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Mr. McDrrmorr. Just a minute. Is this now the same day as this 
3- or 5-thousand-dollar transaction ? 
Mr. Pererson. No, entirely different days. 


Mr. McDermort. Is this another Texas check? q 
Mr. Prrerson. Yes, sir. : 
Mr. McDermorr. Oh, this check, the thousand-dollar check, was 

also from Texas? Ea 
Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 4 
Mr. McDermort. I see. All right. a 
The bank was closed; and then did you go to another bank? im | 
Mr. Perrerson. Yes, sir. 4 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you cash your check then ? -_ 
Mr. Pererson. I cashed my personal check at the other bank and, ; 

as your investigator clearly saw yesterday, the corporation promptly , 


re -funded—gave me the thousand dollars that had gone in their account, 
and it was deposited i in my account. Be 

Mr. McDermorr. I will now hand you a check drawn on the First Ry, 
National Bank of Baltimore, dated November 2, 1950, No. 1805, pay- 
able to the order of cash, apparently signed by you, which has been [7 
identified in the record of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 66A. Is 


Riad! 


that the check to which you refer? (Handing exhibit to witness. ) 3 
Mr. Prererson. Yes, sir; that is the check. | 
Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, what became of the corporate .- | 


check that you made out before you found out that the bank had = t 
closed; did you not use that check ? 
Mr. Prererson. No; I did not use it. 


NS 





Mr. McDermorr. I see. That check was destroyed, was it? - | 
Mr. Prererson. That is right. - « 
Mr. McDermorr. When you made out that corporate check, to whom [Ry 

did you make it payable ¢ i 


Mr. Pererson. To cash. 

Mr. McDermorr. To cash. 

Did that corporate check require only your signature for | 
negotiation / | 

Mr. Pererson. No; it required two signatures. . 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did you get the other signature to it? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. Another officer was available. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

I introduce in evidence exhibit 66B, the Porter $1,000 check which 
is in the files of the subcommittee. 

Other than those two transactions, the 3- or 5-thousand-dollar check, 
and the 1-thousand-dollar check, and the two checks that. were drawn 
on your personal account, payable to the Young Democrats for Butler, 
which represented, you tell us, advancements made in the names of 
others, did you have any other connection with any checks in con- 
nection with the John Marshall Butler campaign ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. I cashed one of Jon Jonkel’s personal checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Was that in any way related to the cam 
paign or campaign funds ? 

Mr. Pererson. That I don’t know. I mean that I have not any idea. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. What was the approximate amount of 
that check ? 

Mr. Pererson. I think it was $900. It was either seven or nine 
hundred dollars. 


# 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand correctly that was a check 
drawn by Mr. Jonkel on his personal account ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do you recall any other check transactions / 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Did you ever handle any larger sums of money ‘ 

Mr. PETERSON. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Or checks representing larger sums? There was 
he 3- or 5-thousand dollar check. Do you remember which that was ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I think it was five, but I mean it was purely a me- 
hanical transaction with me: it didn’t 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not keep any record on any of these 
transactions ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No: none at all. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you nevertheless are satisfied that the checks 
we have been talking about are all of the checks that you had ocea 
sion to handle ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a check which has been identified 
as exhibit No. 67 in the record of this subcommittee, and it is a check 
dated October 27, 1950, drawn on the I*irst National Bank in Dallas. 
Dallas, Tex., payable to Jon Jonkel in the amount of $10,000. The 
typewritten signature is C. W. Murchison by G. E. Shelton. 

On the reverse side of this check is the endorsement of Jon Jonkel, 
and beneath that is the endorsement of W. F. Peterson. I show you 
this photo copy of this draft and ask you if you can identify this 
check. | Handing document to witness.4 

Mr. Pererson. Yes; that is my signature, and the check, the Texas 

heck, was for $10,000 instead of five. I mean, I handled it purely a- 
in accommodation transaction, paid no attention to it. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, you were very positive a few moments ag 

at this was a 3- or 5-thousand-dollar check; that it could not have 
been more than that, you indicated. 

Mr. Pererson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you were wrong? 

Mr. Pererson. I was wrong; yes. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Is this cheek, which has been identified as exhibit 


G7, the check to which you were referring when you were talking about 


s being—— 

Mr. Prrerson. That is my signature on the back, and I presum: 
that it is. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, you state that as a result of this 
transaction, and after paying the various people who met you in the 
bank, you handed out the money to them, that you had a couple of 

ousand dollars remaining. Is that correct or were you also in 
error on that ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No: I had several thousand remaining. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much did you have remaining, do you know 7 

Mr. Pererson. I think I paid Marshall Hawks $200 or $300, I don't 
rt member. It Was purely an incidental thing. I was accommodatil v 
Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were accommodating Jonkel / 

\re vou quite positive how, atter looking at that check, that vou 

ive, that you handled no other checks in a similar manner ¢ 
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Mr. Pererson. That is my best recollection. 
Mr. McDermorr. Is the best information you are able to give t] 
subcommittee today with reference to the handling of those funds, 
the testimony which you have given us here this ‘afternoon? Y; 

have no other records? 

Mr. Pererson. No other records. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Peterson, that check No. 67, the Muhchison check, 
is that the first time you, have seen the check since the time you cashed 
it as an accommodation ? 

Mr. Pererson. The first time I have seen it or heard of it. 

Mr. Becker. When the investigator saw you yesterday, was th 
check shown to you ? 

Mr. Prererson. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Or exhibited to you in any way, shape or form? 

Mr. Pererson. No. 

Mr. Brecker. Who was the investigator that you saw yesterday? 

Mr. Pererson. Freed. 

Mr. Becker. Did he previously speak to you on a prior occasion / 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. What is your business or profession, Mr. Peterson ? 

Mr. Pererson. Engineer, consulting engineer. 

Mr. Becker. You are a person of substantial means, I gather? 

Mr. Prrerson. Not much. 

Mr. Becker. Well you have a business? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Where is that located ? 

Mr. Pererson. Baltimore. 

Mr. Becker And you have been in business how many years 
Baltimore / 

Mr. Prererson. Thirty-two. 

Mr. Becker. You actively participated in this campaign, support 
ing Mr. Butler? 

Mr. Prrerson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. You did that, I understand, with your heart and sou! 
and spent considerable time at headquarters, and worked actively 
his behalf ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes; I worked hard on it; I worked hard on it. 

Mr. Becker. There was not anything mysterious in your particip: 
tion in this activity ? 

Mr. Pererson. No; not a bit. 

Mr. Becker. During that period of time that you participated, y: 
were aware of the public sentiment in the gubernatorial and senator! 
c ampaign in Maryland? 

Mr. Pererson. Very much so. 

Mr. Becker. When did you start taking an interest in the se1 
torial campaign in Maryland? 

Mr. Prererson. Oh, I should say in the summertime. 

Mr. Becker. Did you do so as a volunteer worker ? 

Mr. Prererson. Purely as a volunteer. 

Mr. Brecker. Did you receive any compensation for your servict 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 
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Mr. Becker. Now, with respect to these check transactions, you 

were known at the various banks and had at least, a credit rating? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And the check that was referred to, this corporate 
heck—I do not know the amount—that was strictly an exchange 
msaction, as I understand it; is that correct ? 

\ir. Pererson. Strictly. 

Mr. Becxer. And the Murchison check, exhibit No. 67, was one that 

su only served in the capacity as cashing; is that correct ? 

Mr. Pererson. That is correct. 

Mr. Becxer. And turned the check into cash. 

Mr. Pererson. I simply took the check over to the bank, said to the 
licers, “Get a wire clearance on it.” They got the wire clearance and 
iid they would cash it. I went over and got the cash, gave some to 

\I urs! hall Hawks and some to some ‘body else, and took the 1 ‘est over to 
nkel. I paid no attention to it. 

Mr. Becxer. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Peterson, did you pay Hawks? 

Mir. Pererson. Did I personally pay him ? 

Senator Hennineos. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Pererson. No; I handed Hawks money, as far as that goes. 
Senator Hennings. Yes, sir; well, you did pay him? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrneas. How much did you pay him ? 

Mr. Pererson. I don’t know. It was a matter of two or three hun- 

| dollars, a few hundred dollars, 

Senator Hennincs. Was that billed to you, I take it? 

Mr. Pererson. What is that? 

Senator Henninas. He presented a bill to you? 

Mr. Pererson. No; no bill at all. I simply acted as Jonkel’s func- 

lary. 

Senator Hennrnes. How did you know how much to pay him? 

Mr. Prrerson. Jonkel told me. 

nator Hennines. Mr. Jonkel told you to give Mr. Hawks $300? 

Mr. Pererson. Whatever the amount was. 

Senator Hennines. Whatever the amount was? 

\ir. Pererson. Yes. 

Senator Henntinas. Is this the check, the $10.000 check. that I 

lieve you in your first statement said was either a $3,000 or a $5,000 
eC k ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I did not remember the amount; I mean, that is the 
nswer, 

Senator Henninas. I understand. This is the same check; that is 

| I was trying to get at. 

Mr. Pererson. It is cleared through Fidelity, isn’t it? Fidelity 

(rust, [ mean; you can identify the check. 

Senator Hennrnoas. Yes; Fidelity Trust Co. of Baltimore. 

Mr. Pererson. Yes; that is the same check. 

Senator Henntnoas. That is right. This is the same check; and 
[ter paying Mr. Hawks, was Mr. Jonkel there at the time? 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Senator Hennrnas. When did he give the instructions as to how 


uch to pay Mr. Hawks? 
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Mr. Pererson. When I called him up and told him the bank had 
called me and said that they had clearance on it. 

Senator Hennes. And he then told you to pay Mr. Hawks a give: 
amount ? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Henntnes. What did you do with the balance ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Took it over to the Lord Baltimore and gave it to 
Jonkel. 

Senator Hennines. Did you get any sort of receipt for it? 

Mr. Pererson. None at all. 

Senator Hennines. You got a receipt from Mr. Hawks, I assume ? 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Senator Henninos. No receipt from Mr. Hawks, either? 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Did you give it to him in cash ¢ 

Mr. Prererson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. So I understood. 

Now, you—I believe Mr. Purnell described you the other day as 
the work horse, didn’t he ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I don’t know whether he did or not. 

Senator Hennines. In the campaign. Were you not there when he 
said you were the work horse for the Young Democrats ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I didn’t hear it if he did. 

Senator Hennineés. I thought that was the expression, and you were 
sort of the catalyst, were you, between the Young Democrats and the 
John Marshali Butler he: adquarters ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. That is quite a compliment. 

Senator Hennines. Well, [am very happy to compliment you, 
T am sure you worked very hard and very ably, what you did eng 
in, in the campaign. 

Mr. Pererson. I did definitely and actively engage in the campaign 

Senator Hennines. Certainly, and you had a right to do so. I 
believe that is all. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ¢ 

Senator Saurru. I do not have any questions. 

Senator Monroney. I gather that vou participated in the primary. 
You said you started in July, I believe ¢ 

Mr. Prererson. No: I had nothing to do with the primary. I was 
interested in it, but I didn’t have any active part in it. 

Senator Monroney. Being a Democrat, you cannot participate 
the primary. 

Mr. Pererson. There was not much to the primary. 

Senator Monroney. About what time of the fall did you start o1 
the ¢ ampaign helping Mr. Butler? 

Mr. Prererson. 1 would—I mean it was shortly after the primary 

Senator Monronry. You testified, I think, that your first interest 

helping to organize the Young Democrats was about the—before 
the 20th of October, I believe. ; 

Mr. Pererson. It was sometime before the 20th of October. 

Senator Monroney. Had you conferred with Mr. Jonkel and others 
in the campaign about the need for organization of the Young 
Democrats ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No. 

Senator MonROoNEY. It was just your idea ? 


ial 
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Mr. Pererson. It was my idea 

Senator Monroney. That these people ought to be thrown to- 
gether ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. It was my idea, and it is my idea, that it is a fine 
thing to have young people in polities, and I did everything I could 
to get them in. 

Senator Monroney. At the time that it was organized, was there 
anything said then about the issuance of the tabloid newspaper 4 

Mr. Pererson, There was no connection between the two whatso- 
ever. 

Senator Monroney. You mean it was organized to help Senator 
Butler, as the Young Democrats ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. The future projects were then to be discussed 
iter 

Mr. Pererson. That is mght. 

Senator Monroney (continuing). As the need for them arose / 

Mr. Pererson. And they got busy on sending out postal cards and 
getting groups to send out postal cards. They ran the spot radio 
innouncements, and then they got a couple of people to go on televi- 
sion, and they did general work of talking up John Butler. 

Senator Monroney. From whom did you have the first intimation 
of putting out the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Mr. Jonkel is the one that suggested it. 

Senator Monroney. Did he ask you for any copy or any material 
from the Young Democrats / 

Mr PETERSON, No. 

Senator Monroney. You supplied none or knew of none that were 
: ipphed ¢ 

Mr. Prererson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And then about what time of the month was 
that ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I can't remember. 

senator MONRONEY., Then you heard or saw no more of it until 
ou came over, as Was testified this morning, to the Times Herald 
fice, and saw the galley proofs of the material / 

Mr. Perrerson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. At that time. I believe the testimony this morn 

¢ was that there was no picture or there were no pictures shown you, 

d that you read about a third, I believe, of the material that had 
been prepared by Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Pererson. We saw no pictures, and T spot-checked the dozen 
or 20 galleys that they handed me, and Andy Brewster went over the 
hole thing. 

Senator Monronry. Who? 

Mr. Prererson, Andy Brewster, the attorney I took over. 

Senator Monroney. I see. ves. Were there any other Young Demo 
crats with you at the time ? 

Mr. Pererson. No. sir. 

Senator Monroney. Just vou and the attorney, but the attorney was 
‘member of the Young Democrats ? 

Mr. Perrrson. He was a member, yes. 

Senator Monroney. I mean, it was loosely organized ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. 


85670—51——_28 
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Senator Monronry. And several people participated. 

Was there any mention made of pictures during your visit at the 
Times-Herald oflice? 

Mr. Pererson. I don’t think the question of pictures ever came up 

Senator Monroney. You were never told that pictures would be 
used ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Oh, yes. I mean a tabloid implies pictures; I mean, 
my idea of a tabloid is pictures. But the idea of a controversial pic- 
ture such as we have was not mentioned, and it didn’t arise. The 
picture is a picture, and I never thought of a picture. 

Senator Monroney. There was no discussion of the composite pic 
ture showing Earl Browder and Senator Tydings in close conversa 
tion together ? 

Mr. Prererson. No. 

Senator Monronry. You never heard of that at all? 

Mr. Pererson. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. When was the first time you saw the picture / 

Mr. Prererson. When I saw the tabloid and it was distributed, had 
been distributed. 

Senator Monroney. When it had been distributed to your home 
or had you seen it before ¢ 

Mr. Prrerson. No, somebody showed it to me downtown. 

Senator Monronry. You did not see the issue from the time that you 
saw the straight printed matter and galley proof until the time you 
saw the finished product with the controversial picture ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. The picture in it; and were you ever told whose 
idea the tabloid was? 

Mr. Pererson. No. 

Senator Monronry. Was not the Young Democrats’ idea? They 
just agreed to sponsor it; is that right? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And you willingly agreed to do that because 
you were trying to help out 

Mr. Prererson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. But the formation of it, the production of it, 
the publication, printing of it, and the design of it, was entirely 
in someone else’s hands, other than the Young Democrats for Butler 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. I believe that is all I have. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Peterson, did Mr. Andy Brewster ever report 
to you on what he thought of the tabloid after you took him over to 
see the proof ¢ 

Mr. Perrerson. He told me that he had objected or suggested a few 
changes, and that Mr. Smith had made the changes. 

Senator Smirn. He made the recommendations to Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Sarru. What were those changes? 

Mr. Prrerson. I haven’t any idea. I mean I left him at the office, 
at the Times-Herald office, and I went over to the Patent Office. 

Senator Smirn. You went over to get an idea of what the tabloid 
was like, and since you say that the idea of a tabloid is pictures, did 
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it ever occur to you that you should look at the pictures that went 
with the caption ? 

Mr. Perrerson. Never occurred to me. 

Senator SmirH. ‘Then, what was your interest in seeing the tabloid? 

Mr. Pererson,. I was interested in the text. 

Senator Smiru. But if it was largely pictures, would you not be 

jore interested in the pictures ? 

Mr. Pererson. No, because—no, I was interested in the reading 
natter. 

Senator Smirn. You do not have a written report from the at- 
torney that you took over with you ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. No. 

Senator Smiru. He made those recommendations to Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Peterson. And the changes were made, as I understand it. 

Senator Smiri. Not with your approval; you did not know what 

changes were. 

Mr. Perrrson. No; I mean, I left that entirely to him. 

Senator SmitH. Was he your own attorney or Was he the attorney 

rthe Young Democrats ? 

Mr. Pererson. Well, he was an attorney. I mean he was interested 

the cause, and he simply served as—he Came over to do—to help 
out the Young Democrats. 

Senator SmirH. You had confidence in him? 

Mr. Pererson. Very great confidence. 

Senator Smirn. 1 was trying to determine whether he was some 
ittorney you had been using personally for some time or if he had 
been recommended to you by someone else. 

Mr. Prrerson, He is an attorney of high repute, and graduated 
from Virginia 2 or 3 years ago at the top of his class. 

Senator Saurru. What I would like to know is who was he repre- 
enting?’ Was he representing you or represe nting the Young Dem- 
rats or representing some other group ¢ 

Mr. Prererson. He was representing me. He is my son-in-law. 

Senator Smirn. Thank you. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Peterson, I believe you first had a discus- 

on with Mr. Purnell, did you not, about the formation of the Youn g 
Democrats for John Marsh: all Butler ? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Now, do you remember whether that discussion 
f the tabloid with Mr. Jonkel preceded your suggestion to Mr. Purnell 

iat the Young Democrats for Butler be organized or antedated it, 
o you know ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Well, the Young Democrats for Butler were or- 
ranized and going long before I ever heard of the tabloid. Does that 
nswer your question ¢ 

Senator HenNINGs. Yes. 

Mr. Prrerson. I did not know which was—I do not know how you 

ad phrased your question, and I just wanted—— 

Senator Hennines. How many men were in the Young Democrats? 

Mr. Pererson. Well, there were two active, or three. 

Senator Hennineos. About two or three? 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And the two or three had been or ganized be- 
fore you had ever heard of the tabloid ¢ 
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Mr. Pererson. Right. 
Senator Hennines. And they were organized for what purpose? 
Mr. Pererson. To back and support John Butler, generally ; to get 

their feet wet in the political campaigns. 

Senator Hennines. Did you make any effort to enlist more mem 
bers than two or three ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. I have a list here of some 30 names that we started 
out to get, and there was not time, and there was not the organiza- 
tion, and we just gave up after getting a few. We talked to a lot of 
fellows and they chipped in. But it was not a political organization. 
It was an organization, Senator Hennings, of independent voters that 2 
wanted to express—— ee 

Senator Hennings. Yes, I uderstand. ; 

Mr. Pererson (continuing.) To express thicir feeling. 

Senator Hennines. But you had no meetings other than conver 
sations between two or three, as I understand it ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And you had no roster of members or bylaws, 
constitution, or headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Prererson. No. 

Senator Hennines. No headquarters at all 4 

Mr. Prererson. No. 

Senator Hennines. What did the two or three, or however man 
were in that group, actually do then, besides lend their names to the 
issuance of the tabloid / 

Mr. Pererson. Mr. Purnell’s statement gave a list—I have a cop) 
of it here, if you would like me to review it. 

Senator Hennines. Well, I believe that is in the record, in Mr. 
Purnell’s testimony. 

Mr. Pererson. That is in the record, and I would have to think, and 
I can get it right here if vou want it. 

Senator Hennines. Well, I do not mean as te the specific names, but 
what activity did you engage in or they engage in ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Well, ‘they worked up—this i is, and I am reading 
from Mr. Purnell’s statement. 

Senator Hennines. No. Would you mind telling me what you 
know about it, plea ise, sir! 

Mr. Prrerson. They put on these radio spots; they got sponsors 
for some telecasts. They got the postal cards written and addressed. 
They ran some adve ‘rtisements in the paper, replying to speeches b) 
Mr. Tydings. 

Senator HenninGs. What part did you take in these several activi 
ties that you have enumerated ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Oh, I got some of the older girls to address postal 
cards, 

Senator Henninos. Did you have anything to do with the spots, 
the radio programs / 

Mr. Peterson. Very little. 

Senator Hennines. Very little. Did you direct any of it? 

Mr. Pererson. No. 

Senator Henninos. It was entirely then by Mr. Purnell and the 
Young Democrats? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 
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Senator Hennines. Mr. Freeman was the other one. Thank you, 
sir 

Mr. McDermortr. Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Mr. Peterson a 
question. 

Were all of your group registered Democrats ? 

Mr. Prererson. I think so. Most everybody in Maryland is a regis- 
tered Democrat. [ Laughter. | 

Senator Smiru. You referred to them as independents, and I 
thought it was kind of a Democratic group. 

Mr. Pererson. I meant independent as not being affiliated with 
the Curran machine or the Pollock machine or the Lane faction or the 
Mahoney faction. They were independent in the sense that they 
were not identified with any political faction. 

Senator Smiru. There were no Republicans in the group? 

Mr. Pererson. There may have been, but I doubt it. Mr. Purnell, 
the active ones, weren't. I doubt very much, although I could not 
answer categor ic ally. 

Senator Smitu. That is all. 

Senator Monronrty. Had they ever been members of the League 
of Young Democrats, which is a national Democratic organization ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. As far as I am aware, and I think I know, they were 
not. There was no association, connection, or affiliation. 

Senator Monroney., I see. 

Mr. McDermott? 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe, Mr. Peterson, that you were present 
when Mr. Purnell testified, and he told us about your suggestion to 
him that such an organization be formed, and he was receptive to that 
suggestion, and with reasonable promptness such an organization was 
formed. Is that your understanding of it? 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And they filed their papers with the secretary 
of state of Maryland, on or about October 18, 1950. 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that your conversation with him would have 
been a few days prior to that; is that right / 

Mr. Pererson. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the conversation at which time you sug 
gested that such an organization be formed, because it served a 
worth-while purpose. 

All right, now, you testify also that you had a conversation with 
Mrs. Van Dyke and Mr. Jonkel, at which time the discussion centered 
avound the need for a newspaper, a tabloid ne wspaper, because the 
press in the State of Maryland was not giving, in your opinion, Mr. 
Butler adequate coverage; is that right / 

Mr. Pererson. Let us say that that was one of the reasons why it 
was felt that a newspaper would be good. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. That is the first time, according to your 
recollection, that the idea of a tabloid was discussed; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the-—— 

Mr. Pererson. I did not quite catch that; I mean, I just want to— 
those dates in there are very difficult to remember. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Yes; apparently so. But you do recall that a 
the time you had this discussion it centered around the need for 
tabloid because you did not feel Mr. Butler was getting adequate pre: 
treatment in the State; is that right? 

Mr. Pererson. That was purely incidental. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Prererson. I mean, I don’t want to dignify it by saying mor 
than it was one of the added attractions. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Now, what was the status of the tabloid project at that time? Wa 
it in the conjectural or speculative stage’ What did they tell yo 
about a tabloid? 

Mr. Pererson. They were working on it. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. How far had their work progressed; 
you know ? 

Mr. Pererson. I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. And they, do you know who “they” were? 

Mr. Pererson. They were Jonkel and Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. 

They were working on it in their office there; were they ? 

Mr. Perensor. I didn’t see any work. I don’t know what they were 
doing. I didn’t see any work on it in the office. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. But the tabloid was in the beginning 
stages of formation at that time; is that right; that was you 
understanding ¢ 

Mr. Pererson. It was my understanding, without my knowledge. 
I didn’t know where it was. 

Mr. McDermort. I see. 

Do you reca!! how much time intervened between that conversatio! 
and your coming over to Washington to check the proof? You have 
no recollection as to that time? 

Mr. Prerrerson. I mean there is no sense of time there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, the tabloid was printed on the 24th, and Mi 
Patterson testified that he looked at the proof, in page-proof form, 
on either the 20th or 23d, and the Young Democrats for Butler were 
organized on the 18th. Now, you say, in answer to a question put to 
you by Senator Hennings, you say that you had your talk with Pur 
nell, that you had your conversation with Mr. Purnell, about tly 
Young Democrats long before the tabloid was discussed. 

Mr. Prererson. Yes. When I say “long,” it was a week—I don’ 
know; a period of time. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. But you have no recollection as to the 
extent of that length of time? 

Mr. Pererson. You see, everything is tied on this letter when the) 
filed with the secretary of state. and T don’t know whether that was 
done promptly or whether it was done later. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you do not know, then, whether your co 
versation with Mr. Jonkel about the tabloid and the need for it pre 
ceded your conversation with Mr. Purnell or not? 

Mr. Prrerson. I am quite sure that—in fact I know that—the con 
versation with Purnell, the original conversation with Purnell abou’ 
the Young Democrats was before the tabloid. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. You are not sure of other dates but you are 
positive that is a fact ? 
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Mr. Pererson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermott. That is all. 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Ruth McCormick Miller, please. 

Senator Monroney. Mrs. Miller, will you state your name, please ? 
Mrs. Mitxuer. Ruth McCormick Miller. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
vhole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Miuuurr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RUTH McCORMICK MILLER, EDITOR, WASHINGTON 
TIMES-HERALD 


Senator Monroney. Do you have a prepared statement that you 

sh to make? 

Mrs. Mitier. No, I don't. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Miller, where is your legal residence at the 

esent time? 

Mrs. Mruuer. I am living at Bethesda, Md. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

In the period from July to December 31, 1950, your legal residence 
I believe, was in the State of Maryland; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Mituer. Well, I had not yet become a resident of the State 
because I had not lived there long enough, but I was residing in Mary- 
land. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Your principal residence was there ? 

Mrs. Miniter. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. During that entire interim, and at the present 
time, you are editor of the Washington Times-Herald; is that correct ¢ 

Mrs. Miniter. Yes; I am. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mrs. Miller, have you known Mr. Butler 
‘or some long period of time? 

Mis. Miter. Just a matter of some months. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall when you first met him ? 

Mrs. Minuer. I think it was in July. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be July 1950? 

Mrs. Mruuuer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time had he announced his intention to 
ea senatorial candidate, do you know / 

Mrs. Mitzer. I don’t remember if he had announced it publicly, 
but it was known that he was going to run for the Senate. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Now, did he discuss his candidacy with you or did you discuss it 

(th him at that time in early July 1950? 

Mrs. Mriuer. I didn’t discuss his candidacy with him. I made it 

point to meet him, as I usually do all prominent candidates in the 

nity in which I am working. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I believe that Mr. Jonkel testified that he 

is recommended to Mr. Butler’s campaign by you; is that correct / 

Mrs. Mrizer. Not strictly. I believe that I recommended Mr. Jon 
kel to Miss Bertha Adkins. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Miss Adkins, I believe, is Republican com 

tteewoman in Maryland; is that right? 

Mrs. Mrtter. That is right. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you know what Miss Adkins did, in respons 
to that recommendation ¢ 

Mrs. Miuier. As far as I remember, she called Mr. Jonkel ani 
talked to him on the phone. And asked him if he would be intereste« 
in being interviewed for a position in Mr. Butler’s campaign, to whic) 
he replied affirmatively, and he came on to Washington, and was 
interviewed by Mr. Butler, and by other persons interested in My. 
Butler’s campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. That interview, I believe, took place in your o| 
‘e at the Times-Herald, did it ? 

Mrs. Miiirr. Yes; it did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, were you aware of any prior political ex 
perience that Mr. Jonkel had at that time? 

Mrs. Mituer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And had he served—for what capacity was 
being considered in Senator Butler’s campaign / 

Mrs. Mituer. I believe they were considering him as_ publicity 
director. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see, publicity director. Now, had he served 
that capacity in other campaigns with which you were familiar / 

Mrs. Minter. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was his prior political experience, to your 
knowledge ¢ 

Mrs. Miuurr. As a volunteer worker, volunteering his services as 
a public relations man. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

At that time, at the time that you recommended his name to Miss 
Adkins, I believe that according to his testimony he was engaged | 
the public-relations business in Chicago, and lived in Oak Park, IIl.; 
is that correct ¢ 

Mrs. Minter. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you know at that time whether he had at 
any previous time been a resident of the State of Maryland? 

Mrs. Miniter. No, I don’t think he had. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in response to these telephone conversations 
or this telephone call, you saw to it that Mr. Jonkel came to Washing 
ton to interview Mr. Butler, is that correct, or to be interviewed by 
Mr. Butler? 

Mrs. Miter. I think to be interviewed by Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who arranged for that interview / 

Mrs. Mitxer. I don’t remember. I rather imagine that it was Miss 
Adkins. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know how they happened to select your 
office at the Times-Herald for that purpose ¢ 

Mrs. Miter. No, I don’t, except Miss Adkins had come to the office 
when we first discussed it. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not make the arrangement with Mr. 
Butler to meet Mr. Jonkel at your office ? 

Mrs. Miturr. I don’t remember, but I don’t think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, who else was present at that interview 
Which was, I take it, the first meeting between Mr. Jonkel and Mr. 
Butler, at your office ¢ 

Mrs. Mitier. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else was present at that time? 
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Mrs. Mitter. Well, I reinember that Mre France, national commit- 
teeman from Maryland, was there; and there was a man whose name 

believe was Bonnel who, I believe, had something to do with the 
Republican Party in Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. It was during that conversation, I believe, that 
the pros and cons of Mr. Jonkel’s employment were discussed. How 
ong subsequent that was he ultimately employed; do you know ?¢ 

Mrs. Mitzuer. I don’t know. While ‘they were talking with Mr. 
Jonkel in my office, I listened part of the time, and part of the time I 
was bus y, and I did not follow the arrangements very closely. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see: but it was. as a result of that meeting, and 
that interview, that he was employed in connection with Mr. Butler’s 
campaign; is that vour understanding ¢ 

Mrs. Miuuer. I assume so. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, with reference, Mrs. Miller, to your finan- 

al participation in the campaign of John Marshall Butler, could you 
tell us the contributions that you made to his campaign, financial 
ontributions ¢ 

Mrs. Minter. I contributed $5,000 to his campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, that contribution was in the form of a dona 
tion, was it ¢ 

Mrs. Minuer. It was in the form of a loan. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at the time you advanced that $5,000, did vou 
get a promissory note from Mr. Butler / 

Mrs. Minter. No; I didn’t. I told him that the money was a loan; 

did not expect to ask for it back, but I thought it would be psycho- 
logically better if they thought that they ought to raise another $5,000. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. But you personally considered at that time that 
t was more of a contribution: is that correct / 

Mrs. Minuer. Yes: I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Has it been repaid to you ¢ 

Mis. Miuuer. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you do not intend to ask for repayment ¢ 

Mrs. Mititer. No; I don't. 

Mrs. McDernmorr. All right. Now, were there any other personal 
ontributions made by you to his campaign 4 

Mrs. Minter. Not to his election campaign. 

Mr. MeDermorr. I see. Did you make contributions to 
mary campaign ¢ 

Mrs. Mruuer. Yes: I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. What contribution was that / 

\Mirs. Minuer. I believe I contributed about $2,000 to his primary 
campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Miller, exhibit 39 in the records of this sub- 

mimittee is a draft drawn on the Continental Illinois National Bank 
& Trust Company of Chicago, dated September 11, 1950, payable to 
= M. Jonkel, in the amount of $2,000, and it is signed by you as 
Bazy Miller. That is the contribution to which you refer, is it / 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was made on September 11,1950? 

Mrs. Miuuer. I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the date of the check. 

Now, in addition to that, did you advance any other funds in your 
nar ne to the c: ampaign of John M: arshall Butler? 
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Mrs. Mitier. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you accumulate funds from other sources or 
did you contribute indirectly to this campaign ? 

Mrs. Miter. Well, let us take that in two parts. What was the firs 
part? 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you acquire funds from other sources which 
you turned over to the campaign 

Mrs. Miter. I did ask for contributions from other persons. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. 

Mrs. Mitier. Some of which were turned in to me and which I, in 
turn, handed over, and some of which went directly to the head- 
quarters. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mrs. Miller, were any 
of those considered loans, Mrs. Miller ¢ 

Mrs. Miiuer. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Smiru. Those were direct contributions ? 

Mrs. Mruter. I think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, exhibit 43 in the record of the subcon- 
mittee is a check drawn on the First National Bank of sy  m 
by Henry T. McKnight, in the amount of $100, payable to Mrs. Peter 
Miller, and the endorsement on the reverse side of that draft is “Mrs. 
Peter Miller,” and then there is the endorsement of “Jon M. Jonke! 

Mr. Jonkel has told us that he received this as a contribution to the 
campaign. Is this one of those checks to which you have referred i: 
your answer ? 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ask Mr. McKnight for this contribu- 
tion ? 

Mrs. Miiier. Yes; I did. 

Mr. McDermort. And he sent it directly to you? 

Mrs. Mituer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then you endorsed it over to Mr. Jonkel; is that 
correct ? 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it the intention that this contribution be 
used for campaign purposes? 

Mrs. Miturr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Similarly with reference to a draft which has 
been identified as exhibit No. 17 in the record of this subcommittee, 
which is drawn on the Wilmington Trust Co. of Wilmington, Del. 
in the amount of $500, payable to the order of Ruth McCormick 
Miller, drawn by Marcella M. duPont. The original endorsement 
is payable to the National Advertising Co., Jon M. Jonkel 1; is that 
another check which you received in the same manner? 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. While those checks, both exhibits 17 and 43 to 
which I have referred, were payable to you personally, either as Rut! 
McCormick Miller in the one instance or Mrs. Peter Miller in an- 
other instance, when received by you. they were intended as contribu- 
tions to the campaign of Mr. Butler; is that correct? 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes: they were. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Now, in addition to those checks to which T have 
referred, were there any other checks that were similarly handled ¢ 
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Mrs. Muurer. I think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Do you recall approximately the amount 
of those checks? 

Mrs. Mituter. No, I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Jonkel in his earlier testimony, which 
ppears in volume 6 at page 576 of the record, referred to a $1,500 
check which he received from you. Do you recall that transaction ? 

Mrs. Mruter. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that a campaign contribution ? 

Mrs. Miiurr. No; it was not. It was a personal loan to Mr. 
Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermort. I see. 

Now, you made your primary campaign contribution of $2,000 pay- 
ble to Jon M. Jonkel, and you made your $5,000 contribution payable 
to John Marshall Butler. Is there any reason for the difference in the 
dentities of the payees? 

Mrs. Mruuer. Not that I can remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you personally participate in Mr. Butler’s 
ampaign in the State of Maryland, Mrs. Miller? Did you take an 
ctive part in it? 

Mrs. Mrurer. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you attend any rallies or make any speeches 
in his behalf ? 

Mrs. Muuter. I made no speeches. I attended some rallies in my 

capacity as a newspaper person. : 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Some of those rallies were rallies ar- 
ranged by Col. C. Simmons, were they ? 

Mrs. Mttuer. I think they were arranged for Colonel Simmons. 

Mr. McDerrnorr. I see. 

Do you know approximately how many rallies at that time you did 
ittend ? 

Mrs. Minter. That I attended personally ? 

Mr. MceDernorr. Yes. 

Mrs. Muuer. I think I attended two at which Colonel Simmons 
spoke and I attended the School of Politics, and I attended one rally, 
| don’t remember where it was; it may have been at Silver Spring, at 
which Senator McCarthy spoke. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Jonkel has also told the subcommittee 
bout the presence and activities of Col. Roscoe Simmons in the cam- 
paign of John Marshall Butler in Maryland. He indicated to us 
that Mr. Simmons’ services to the campaign were arranged by you, 
s that correct ? 

Mrs. Mintzer. It is only partially correct. Colonel Simmons has 
been associated since before I was born with my family in both journal- 
stic and political activities, and he had planned to come to Wash- 
ngton ever since I had been here, and when he learned of the cam- 
paign, and we were interested in it, he asked if he could come and 
naturally he could not have come without my permission, but I very 
gladly and very readily and happily gave it to him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall approximately what time that was? 

Mrs. Minier. No; I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your prior contacts with Colonel Simmons dated 
ack to your childhood ? 

Mrs. Mruier. Yes. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And your family. Now, at the time that he 
came to Washington and then to Maryland, was he in the employ o/ 
the Chicago Tribune as a columnist ? 

Mrs. Minter. Yes; he has been for many years. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that paper has carried his column for quite 
some period of time ¢ 

Mrs. Minter. Yes; and his column was put into the Times-Herald 
very shortly after it was purchased by the Chicago Tribune. 

Mr. McDermorr. During the time—let us refer particularly to 
July 1950 through November 7, 1950—was Colonel Simmons on the 
payroll at the Times-Herald as a columnist / 

Mrs. Minter. Well, I don’t know whether Colonel Simmons is paid 
directly by the Times-Herald or whether the Times-Herald pays the 
Tribune for his feature, which, in turn, reimburses him. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. You understand or understood that he 
was prior to his coming here on the payroll of the Chicago Tribune. 

Now, during that time, and prior to his coming here, did your paper 
use his column 

Mrs. Minter. Oh, yes. As I said, it was put into the Times-Herald 
very shortly after the Tribune purchased the paper. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know whether you made payment for that 
column to the Chicago Tribune or to the columnist himself ¢ 

Mrs. Mitier. I don’t know. I think we make payment to the Chi- 
cago Tribune. Previous to his coming—— 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Does that situation still exist? 

Mrs. Minurr. No. We may still pay the Tribune something for 
his column, but we also pay him something directly because he serves 
in a reportorial capacity on our staff as doing his column. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

So, Colonel Simmons is now a paid member of the staff of the 
Washington Times-Herald ¢ 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes: he is. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did he become identified with the Times 
Herald in that capacity ¢ 

Mrs. Miter. I believe it was shortly after the campaign was over. 

Mr. McDermorr. Shortly after November 7, 1950 

Mrs. Mituer. Yes. He was given a desk then at the Times-Herald 
and moved here. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in his testimony, which Mr. Jonkel gave, he 
stated that it was his understanding that Colonel Simmons’ expenses 
during his activity in Baltimore and Maryland in connection with the 
campaign of John Marshall Butler were paid for by you, is that cor 
rect ¢ 

Mrs. Mitier. Not strictly. Colonel Simmons is in many respects 
a family retainer and for many years I personally contributed to iis 
livelihood and T did so during the campaign. 

I understood from Colonel Simmons that he expected to have his 
traveling and hotel bills paid for him by the Butler headquarters, and 
there were times when he was not paid because of their shortage of 
funds, in which case I gave him something to spend the night in 
Washington with. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall having this conversation with Mr. 
Jonkel in which you indicated that you “would pay his expenses be 
cause you did not wish to overload the Butler treasury ? 
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Mrs. Mitzer. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Do you know approximately how much you ad- 
vanced to Colonel Simmons during the time that he was active in Mr. 
Butler’s campaign ¢ 

Mrs. Minier. I don’t; as I say, for many years I have given him 
cash from time to time, and never in large quantities at all; at the 
most $100 at a time, and usually just $20 or $25 

Mr. McDermorr. Were those advances. Mrs. Miller, made from 
your personal account or a personal account as distinguished from 
the account of the Times-Herald ? 

Mrs. Mintuer. Oh, ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know when Colonel Simmons first be- 
came active in Mr. Butler’s campaign in the State of Maryland 4 

Mrs. Minter. | could not give you the date on that. 

Mr. McDermorr. But from the time of the beginning until Novem 
ber 7, he was active during that period, was he ¢ 

Mrs. MiILLEr. Yes, There were periods, I believe, when he had 
to go back to Chicago, and it was not a continuous service, but he put 
n several weeks of touring the State. He also had some other com 
mitments, I believe. 

He had to go back to Illinois to make some speeches and T am not 
sure that he made some perhaps in Ohio. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; and during that time he was being carried 
on the payroll of the Chicago Tribune as a columnist, is that correct 

Mrs. Minter. Well, he is always paid for his weekly column on the 
Tribune. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you made your personal payments to 
Colonel Simmons during this period of his activity in the State of 
Maryland were those made direct to him or through Mr. Jonkel ? 

Mrs. Minter. No; they were made to him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Butler 
with reference to Mr. Simmons’ services or your arrangement with 
him, your bringing him here? 

Mrs. Miter. I believe the only conversation I had was, perhaps, 
to tell Mr. Butler about Colonel Simmons, probably as a human-inter- 
est story because, I think, he is a remarkable and great man and I 
thought it would interest Mr. Butler, and I wanted him to recognize 
the great service that Colonel Simmons was doing by volunteering 
himself to his campaign. 

I was very anxious that Senator Butler write him a nice letter and 
know who he was, because in Illinois he is a man of great distinction. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, directing your attention to the tabloid 
From the Record which has been identified in the record of the sub- 
committee as exhibit No. 1, do you recall when you first were ap- 
proached with reference to the production of suc h a tabloid by your 
facilities ? 

Mrs. Miturr. No; I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall by whom you were first approached 
n that connection / 

Mrs. Mintuer. Yes; the first time I heard of the contemplated pro- 
luction of the tabloid was when Senator McCarthy called me and 
told me that a group of persons interested in Senator Butler’s cam- 
paign were considering producing a tabloid, and Senator McCarthy 
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asked me if they reached a decision to produce such a thing, could tly 
Times-Herald do the job. 

Mr. McDernorr. In that telephone call, which you received fron 
Senator McCarthy, did he identify that group of persons who wer 
interested in producing the tabloid ? 

Mrs. Mitier. No. I gathered that it was several campaign ad 
visers or other persons interested in the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, on the occasion of that conversation wit! 
Senator McCarthy, did you discuss quantity or size, the nature of the 
tabloid. 

Mrs. Minuer. Yes; I had to because he wanted to know whether w: 
could produce it or not, and while we ultimately produced 500,000 an 
other figure I think was mentioned originally, and whether it was mor 
or less, I don’t remember. But we were asked—he asked me—if wi 
could produce it, and I told him I would have to check and see if i 
would interfere with our normal production of the Times-Her ald 

Mr. McDermorr. In that conversation did he describe the piece o! 
literature to you generally as a four-page tabloid ? 

Mrs. Minter. A four- -page tabloid. 

Mr. McDermorr. And carrying certain news columns and certai) 
photographs; is that right ? 

Mrs. Miter. We didn't discuss news column or photographs. Hy 
just said he wanted a four-page tabloid newspaper. 

Mr. McDermorrt. All right. 

Now, on the occasion of that call did Senator McCarthy ask you fo 
an estimate on cost or approximate cost, or was cost discussed ? 

Mrs. Mitter. I don’t remember whether he asked me. I told him | 
would give him one after I had ascertained whether or not we could 
produce it. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Yes. Then did you subsequently make an inquiry 
within your own organization as to whether it could be produced ? 

Mrs. MILLER. Yes; I did. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And, I assume, you found out it could be, and 
did you get an estimate on cost ¢ 

Mrs. Minter. Yes; I did. 

Mr. McDermort. Do you recall, Mrs. Miller, what that estimate was’ 

Mrs. Mituer. No; I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you ascertained those two facts, then did 
you relay that information back to Senator McCarthy ¢ 

Mrs. Minuer. I don’t remember whether I relayed it back to Senato 
McCarthy or ee I informed the Butler headquarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Mrs. Mitier. Perhaps even both. 

Mr. McDermorr, Now, shortly thereafter did your staff then be 
come engaged in the production of the tabloid ? 

Mrs. Minter. Yes. As 1 say, I think they changed their mind 
about the quantity they wanted and we had to get a ‘second estimat: 

Mr. McDermott. | see. 

Mrs. Miiuer. And I don’t know much what happened after that 
because I delegated the job to my staff. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in obtaining those estimates, Mrs. Mille: 
from whom in your organization do you normally obtain such ai 
estimate of cost? 
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Mrs. Mitier. Well, either from the business manager or from the 
production manager. In this case I believe I called the production 
manager. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you familiar with the circumstances under 
which the material whic . ultimately appeared in the tabloid that was 
produced was received in your offices or did you have anything to 
do with that ? 

Mrs. Mitier. All I know about it is mostly what I have heard here 

read in the newspapers since it happened. 

Mr. McDermorr, I see. 

Mrs. Minter. As I say, I turned the job over to my staff, and only 

it out of curiosity occasionally during its process. 
Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did you have any connection, direct con 
tion, with the preparation of the list of pictures to be included / 

Mrs. MILuer. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have occasion to inspect the page-proof 

mn of the tabloid, Mrs. Miller ? 

Mrs. Mitter. No; L was not the editor of the tabloid. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. You had no connection whatsoever with 

proof and did not look at it; is that right / 

Mrs. Minter. No. I saw them, I saw some of them, as I say, during 
the production of it, as a matter of curiosity. 

Mr. McDermorr. You knew such a piece of literature was being 
produced, but were not familiar with its contents; is that right ? 

Mrs. Mitter. Well, I knew what the general content was, but I didn’t 
oo into the details of the content. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, you did have a conversation with Mr. Pat- 
terson at which time vou suggested to him that he look over the page 
proof or the proof? 

Mrs. Miuter. Yes: I suggested that he check it to see if there was 

ything libelous in it. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time you personally had not seen the copy 

the proof yourself; is that right? 

Mrs. Miiuer. I don’t know. I may have seen a few of the page 
proofs. 

Mr. McDermorr. At any time did you have any discussion with 

yone ineluding members of your staff with reference to the inclusion 

the composite photograph ¢ ? 

Mrs. Mititer. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have anything to do with the selection 

the two photographs which were ultimately used in the composite ? 

‘Mrs. Muuer. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was the composite discussed with you at any time 

fter it was made and before the tabloid was produced on your presses ¢ 

Mrs. Miruer. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. In your connection with various persons in con- 
nection with the production of the tabloid From the Record, did you 
at any time have any contact with any members of the organization 
known as the Young Democrats for Butler ? 

Mrs. Miuier. I had no direct contact with them. I understood 

it they were sponsoring the tabloid and that we were to bill them 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you know from whom that information was 
received or by whom it was communicated to you 4 

Mrs. Mituer. I believe I got it from someone in the Butler head- 
quarters, but who it was, I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe you were present this morning when 
Mr. Thurston explained to us the basis which he used on the compu 
tations of his cost which was ultimately determined to be $1,440. Did 
you hear his explanation of that ¢ 

Mrs. Miter. Yes; I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was Mr. Thurston correct and were the other 
witnesses this morning correct in their statements that this is not a 
type of work that is customarily done in your plant ¢ 

Mrs. Mrtter. We don’t do a great deal of 1t. but we do some of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. For outside sources / 

Mrs. Mitier. We do it for advertisers. 

Mr. McDernorr. In his explanation of the computation of costs 
this morning he explained to us that a newsprint cost was his basic 
item and that he used 7 tons of newsprint which at that time cost S106 
a ton which would give us a basis of 8742. Do we understand cor- 
rectly that all other costs that would be involved in the productio. 
of this tabloid including editorial costs and composition costs and 
overhead costs and all other factors would amount to $698, giving 
us a total of $1,440 4 

Mrs. Mirtier. I don’t know about the breakdown of the figures. Aj] 
I know about the cost and price put on the tabloid is that at the time I 
discussed with the production manager, I told him that this was to 
be a regular job, that we were to make a normal profit on it. 

Mr. McDermorr. By regular job, were you referring to computing 
costs in the same manner that you keep the cost records on the produc- 
tion of your own newspaper, your daily editions ? 

Mrs. Minuer. That is right. I merely indicated that this was to 
be priced as usual. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you familiar with the amount of time that 
Mr. Frank Smith and Mr. Tankersley and Mr. Flythe, the members 
ot the art department and others devoted to the preparation of the 
material ? 

Mrs. Minter. No; I haven’t any idea. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know whether the total of the time de- 
voted to this project by those various individuals is reflected in the 
charge that was ultimately made for the work which you did? 

Mrs. Minter. I believe Mr. Thurston explamed to you this morning 
how we compute the charges to the editorial department’s work. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. And I believe that in that computation that is 
made on the basis of some standard figure that has no direct reference 
to the amount of time that might be consumed on a particular project / 

Mrs. Miniter. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that your impression ? 

Mrs. Minier. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you ever contacted by Miss Jean Kerr 
connection with the production of the tabloid? ~ 

Mrs. Mitier. She may have called me to ask me when it was—I 
don’t remember whether she did or whether someone else’s office 
I was queried a time or two about whether material had been received 
or when it would be completed. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Those was inquiries from either Miss Kerr or 
someone else in Senator McCarthy’s office, is that correct ? 

Mrs. Mituer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermott. I believe that is all of the question at the moment. 

Mr. Becker. Mrs. Miller, who is Roscoe Conkling Simmons who 
you talked about ¢ 
” Mrs. Mintzer. Who is he? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mrs. Mituer. He is a nephew of Booker T. Washington, and a man 
who has devoted his life, | would say, almost exclusively to helping 
his race, the Negro race, and to helping the Republican Party. 

Mr. Becker. And he has been associated, one way or another, with 
members of your family for many years ? 

Mrs. Minter. Yes. Legend has it that he started out as an office 
boy tomy grandfather when he was 12, I think. 

Mr. Becker. How old is he now ¢ 

Mrs. Mituer. I don’t know. I would not ask him. 

Mr. Becker. Your father was United States Senator ¢ 

Mrs. Mituer. Yes; he was. 

Mr. Becker. From Illinois? 

Mrs. Munir. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And your mother was a Congresswoman / 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And during all of your younger years you have more 
or less been weaned on politics? 

Mrs. Mituer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. So that at a very early age you took an active interest 
in polities ? 

Mrs. Mruuer. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Becker. In your own State and elsewhere / 

Mrs. Mituer. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. So you have an interest in politics in addition to the 
fact that you are editor of the Times-Herald / 

Mrs. Miuter. Yes. 

Tr. Becker. The question was asked you by counsel as to a loan 
made to Mr. Jonkel. 

Mrs. Miuuer. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Was that the only loan that was ever made to Mr. 
Jonkel since you have known him ¢ 

Mrs. Mrtuer. No. My husband and I also made him a loan, I think 
it Was approximately 2 years ago following an automobile accident 
he was In. 

Mr. Becker. So that it was not anything unusual to have made this 
particular loan last September ? 

Mrs. Minter. No, 

Mr. Becker. The $2,000 check that was referred to, was that drawn 
on the joint account of you and your husband, Mr. Miller? 

Mrs. Mitier. Yes; all of my—both of my contributions were joint 
contributions of my husband and myself. 

Mr. Becker. That is also 

Mrs. Minter. From our joint account. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much. That is also true of the $5,000 
check that was drawn on the joint account of M. Peter Miller, Jr., and 
Bazy Miller, is that correct. 
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Mrs. Miuier. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. As a resident of Maryland did you have a particu!ar 
interest in the election in Maryland ? 

Mrs. Miter. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Brecker. Did you actually participate not only in the election 
for the United States Senator but also in the election for Governor 
and other candidates ? 

Mrs. Miter. Well, as I said to Mr. McDermott, I did not really 
»articipate in the campaign at all. I was also very interested in the 
Sensis campaign, but not as much interested as I was in Mr. 
Butler's, possibly because I believe that it is more important to elect 
United States Senators, that they be Republicans, and also I felt Mr. 
Butler needed help more than the candidate for Governor did. 

Mr. Broker. With respect to your interest in the 1950 elections in 
Maryland you were actively interested in defeating Senator Tydings? 

Mrs. Miuier. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Becker. And your participation extended to helping him raise 
some finances as you previously testified ? 

Mrs. Mitier. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. The Times-Herald took an active interest and edi- 
torially opposed Senator Tydings prior to the nomination of Mr. But- 
ler; is that not a fact ¢ 

Mrs. Mitier. Yes; ever since I have been editor of the Time: 
Herald we have actively been opposed to Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Becker. So actually it would not have made any difference if 
it was Mr. Butler or someone else who was nominated on the Republi- 
can ticket, you established a policy of opposing Senator Tydings prior 
to July 1950? 

Mrs. Miniter. Yes; we opposed Senator Tydings, but we were doubly 
pleased to support a man as fine as Senator Butler. 

Mr. Becker. You never discussed the tabloid or any of the activi- 
ties you have just mentioned with Senator Butler at any time ? 

Mrs. Mituer. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Becker. I have no further questions. 

Senator Smrru. Mrs. Miller, did you ever hear Mr. Jonkel say any 
thing about what he considered the effectiveness of the tabloid would 
be, the tabloid that is being discussed, that is, would be on the cam 
paign ¢ 

Mrs. Miter. No; I didn’t. 

Senator Smitru. As I recall it, Mr. Jonkel testified before the com 
mittee that he expressed his disapproval of using the tabloid and the 
composite picture because it would give, and I quote from him, “It 
could give a defeated candidate something to hang his hat on.” You 
never heard him make that statement ? 

Mrs. Mirrer. I have heard the statement since, but I don’t believe 
I heard it at the time he made it. 

Senator Smiru. Do you think Mr. Jonkel has made it since to 
you? 

Mrs. Mitier. No; I don’t think so. 

Senator Smiru. That is all. 

Senator Hennrnos. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. In the early conference in the primary I be- 
lieve you stated that at the time Mr. Jonkel came down for his inter- 
view that the Republican national committeewoman was present ! 
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Mrs. Mitter. Yes; she was. 
Senator Monroney. And the Republican national committeeman, 
lso, I believe you said? 
Mrs. Mituer. Yes, uh-huh. 
Senator Monroney. And they were supporting Senator Butler at 
hat time? 
Mrs. Mitier. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. At least, they had a hand in the decision and 
mployment of Mr. Jonkel? 
Mrs. Miuurr. Well, I think they were advising with Senator Butler. 
Senator Monronry. I see. I have no further questions. Do you 
ve any further questions ? 
Mr. McDrrmorr. How soon after your meeting Mr. Butler did your 
ipport of him begin, Mrs. Miller ? 
Mrs. Minter. Well, how do you define “support” ? 
Mr. McDermorrt. Well, you stated a moment ago that you were 
very pleased to support such a fine man. 
Mrs. Minter. Well, whenever that check for $2,000 is dated. 
Mr. McDermorr. That is the first—is that the first support your 
newspaper fave to his candidacy or about that time? 
Mrs. Miter. The new spaper as such gave no particular support to 
any candidate in the primary. 
Mr. McDernorrt. I believe that is all. 
Senator Monronety. Thank you very much for coming. 
There are no further witnesses scheduled for this afternoon. The 
committee will stand in recess until 10 o’clock in the morning. 
(Whereupon, at 3:45 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned, to recon- 
vene on Wednesday, March 14, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 14, 1951 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
ComMITrer ON RuLes AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment and subsequent 
postponement, at 2:10 p. m., in room 318, Senate Office Building, 
Senator A. S. Mike Monroney presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney, Hennings, Smith of Maine, and 
Hendrickson. 

Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward 
A. McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing of the subcommittee will be in 
order. 

The record will show that a quorum of the subcommittee on the 
Maryland hearings is in attendance. 

Will you call the first witness, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. I will call Col. Roscoe Conklin Simmons. 

Senator Monroney. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, 
please. 

Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Simmons, I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you. We are glad to have you with us. 

Mr. Simmons. Thank you very much. 


TESTIMONY OF ROSCOE CONKLIN SIMMONS 


Senator Monroney. Did you have a prepared statement that you 
wished to read ? 

Mr. Simmons. No, sir; no, sir; it is all right. 

Mr. McDermorr. If you will be careful to speak directly into the 
microphone, please, so that the committee can hear you, and the press 
and the rest of the people in the room. 

Mr. Srmmons. You don’t have to do anything, just speak right 
in it? 

Senator Monroney. Just talk naturally. 

Mr. Simmons. Thank you. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. Now, will you give us your name 
and your legal residence, Mr. Simmons. 

Mr. Stumons. Roscoe Conklin Simmons, 
Chicago, Il. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long have you lived in the city of Chicago, 
Mr. Simmons? 


» 
vo 


252 Indiana Avenue, 
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Mr. Sramons. For 35 years. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your present employment? By whom 
are you presently employed ? 

r. Simons. The Chicago Tribune organization. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, is that the Chicago Tribune itself or other 
papers also? 

Mr. Srumons. And the Times-Herald. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now, during the period from July 1, 1950, 
through November 15, 1950, were you in the continuous employment 
of the Chicago Tribune? 

Mr. Stumons. Of the Tribune? 

Mr. McDermott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during that time did you receive a regular 
weekly or monthly salary from the Chicago Tribune? 

Mr. Sramons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And during that time and for some period of 
time prior thereto you wrote a column for the paper, is that correct ! 

Mr. Srumons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during that period from July 1, 1950, until 
November 15, 1950, were you in the employ of the Washington Times- 
Herald? 

Mr. Sramons. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you now in the employ of the Washington 
Times- Herald ? 

Mr. Smmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. When did your employment by the Washington 
Times-Herald begin ? 

Mr. Stumons. Oh, about, I imagine the 10th of November. 

Mr. McDermorr. About 3 days after the general election 
November / 

Mr. Stumons. Somewhere in there, about. 

Mr. McDermort. So that at the present time you are employed by 
both the Chicago Tribune and the Washington dTimes-Herald, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Stumons. Correct, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you in the employ of any other organization 
or newspaper ¢ 

Mr. Simmons. No, sir. I write for the Washington Eagle, which 
is the official organization, I mean, the official organ of the Improved 
Benevolent Protective Order of Elks, the largest colored organization 
in the country. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I believe, Mr. Simmons, that you took an 
active part in the campaign preceding the general election in the State 
of Maryland last year, is that correct ? 

Mr. Simmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom were you introduced to the Maryland 
election campaign, and particularly the campaign on behalf of John 
Marshall Butler? 

Mr. Stumons. Well, I was not introduced to the campaign of Jol 
Marshall Butler at all, sir. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. Well, would you explain to us how you 
happened to become interested in this campaign. 
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Mr. Simmons. I was introduced to it because of the Republican 
Party in which party Mr. Butler was a figure. 

We held a convention in this city on September 29 and 30, the 
Re »publican conference, the Republic: in colored conference, on which 
the national committeeman is the chairman, and we drew resolutions 
at that time to go forward in every direction for the Republican Party. 

So because of that it was easy to engage myself to the cause of the 
party in Maryland. 

{| had certain ideas about certain phases of that campaign in the 
oat 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Now, at that time, at the time of that conven- 
tion, you were in the employ of the Chicago Tribune and had not yet 
been employed by the Washington Times-Herald, and were working 
orinciaatle in Chicago, is that correct 4 

Mr. Suwmons. Correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did anyone suggest to you that you interest 
yourself in the Maryland campaign, or particular ly in the Maryland 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Simmons. No, sir. I think I did the suggesting. 

Mr. McDermorr. Isee. At any time prior to your active participa- 
tion in that campaign did you discuss that possibility with Mrs. 
Miller? 

Mr. Suumons. I did. sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And it was at her suggestion that you became ac- 
tive in that campaign ? 

Mr. Simmons. Well, her suggestion was that I interest myself in 
the Republican Party gener ally, as I had done through the years. I 
asked particularly to be permitted to do something in Maryland, be- 
cause of my long interest in the State and my desire to reach the 
people in the State and give them the story of the Republican Party. 
[ felt that it had not been properly presented to them and I wished to 
engage myself in that labor. 

So [ suggested to her that I might go into Maryland and help the 
Republican cause. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, at that time did you know Jon M. Jonkel? 

Mr. Stumons. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you meet him in connection with your activ- 
ities in the State of Maryland? 

Mr. Stwmons. Yes, sir, I had never seen him before. 

Mr. McDermorr. Before that time? 

Mr. Simmons. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Now, do you recall approximately when you en- 
tered the campaign in the State of Maryland? 

Mr. Srrmons. Well, I should imagine, Mr. McDermott, about the 
3d or 4th of October. I think so because I was there around 6 weeks, 
and I imagine it would be about that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you in Maryland rather continuously from 

he 3d or 4th of October, or the beginning of your activity, up until 
the election ? 

Mr. Stumons. Well, I went out in several directions to make ad- 
dresses to religious and educational bodies, and I was back in the State 
as soon as that mission had been performed. 
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I had engaged myself to other States, but I thought it best to cancel 
them because of the work I desired to do in the State of Maryland. So 
that most of my political activities in that particular campaign was 
devoted to Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during that interim, Colonel Simmons, did 
you live temporarily in Baltimore, in Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Stumons. I lived between the two towns, Baltimore and Wash. 
ington. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Washington. 

Mr. Summons. Yes. I hada hotel room in this place and ma rather 
indefinitely in Maryland, whenever the campaign called for 1 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. During this period of time to which ea are 
referring, from October 3 or 4 through November 7, did you continue 
to receive your regular salary from your employer, the Chicago 
Tribune ? 

Mr. Stmmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any arrangement with the John 
Marshall Butler campaign committee with reference to your services 
in behalf of his candidacy ? 

Mr. Simmons. Well, they made some promises toward my expenses, 
but having long engaged in political endeavors I knew what promises 
were before and after. | Laughter. | 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, did those promises materialize? Were you 
paid your expenses ¢ 

Mr. Stamons. I am ashamed to say; no. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, in all fairness you were paid some of your 
expenses, weren't you ? 

Mr. Stmnons. Yes, sir: I gathered what I could. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know approximately how much that was? 

Mr. Simmons. Oh, not very much, Mr. McDermott. I suppose that 
all in all, out of the many, many dollars I was supposed to have gotten, 
I think I got $400, something like $400 from the Butler campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. The report filed by Cornelius P. Mundy, the 
official treasurer of the John Marshall Butler campaign indicates that 
you were paid $450. That is approximately the correct figure, is it 
not ¢ 

Mr. Stumons. I suppose so. I know it wasn’t any more than that. 
I am afraid it was much less, but I will give him the benefit of the 
doubt. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during the interim of your activity in the 
State of Maryland, in addition to your salary from the Chicago 
Tribune and the sums which you indicate you received from the cam 
paign committee, the John Marshall Butler Committee, did you re- 
ceive any other sums for your services ? 

Mr. Stmons. Well, I had to borrow a little now and then to make 
the bill, and such borrowings as I was compelled to do, I did it through 
Mrs. Miller. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. So during that period some funds or sums 
were advanced to you by Mrs. Miller? 

Mr. Stmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, of what did your activities in Maryland 
principally consist, Colonel? Did you devote your energies to the 
making of speeches for the most part / 

Mr. Simmons. Entirely. 
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Mr. McDermorr. In connection with your activities there, did you 
work with Mr. Marse Calloway ? 

Mr. Stmmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And had you known Mr. Calloway previously ? 

Mr. Simmons. Thirty years, and he has yee my friend that long. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Do you presently have any account outst: anding 
with the John Marshall Butler ¢ ampaign committee for moneys owing 
to you ? 

Mr. Stumons. I did not understand your question, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have any account outstanding with the 
John Marshall Batler campaign committee at this time, or funds 
owing to you? 

Mr. Simmons. No, sir, I made no demands upon them at all; I made 
no demands upon them at all. 

Mr. McDermorr. From whom did you receive your instructions, so 
far as your activities in the State of M: iryland were concerned ¢ 

Mr. Summons. Oh, myself for the most part, Mr. McDermott, and 
from conferences with Mr. Calloway, who directed the State campaign. 

Mr. Mcl YerMoTT. Lsee. Did you confer on occasion with Mr. Jonkel 
or with Mrs. Miller, or with anyone else, with reference to your ac- 
tivity ¢ 

Mr. Stmnmons. Oh, yes, I talked with them from time to time, I 
should say, to see whether my speech would be agreeable to those 
who heard me, and that I should engage in no libelous statements in 
that campaign, and how far I could go. 

talked to Mr. Jonkel, who was the Butler manager, and every 
day almost with Mr. Calloway, whose wisdom is known far and wide 
in political matters end otherwise. 

Mr. MeDerMorr. On your occasions when you had returned to 
Washington, did you report to Mrs. Miller, on your activities up 
there, and receive assistance from her as to your activities ¢ 

Mr. Simmons. On my daily-—— 

Mr. McDermorr. On your occasional visits. 

Mr. Surmons. I would come and talk to her, as to how I was getting 
on, When the meetings were, where I had been, what I said, what I 
attempted to say, and how the people received what I said. 

Mr. McDermorr. In your activities, Colonel Simmons, is it cus- 
tomary for you to devote considerable of you time to political cam- 
paigns of this type while you are in the full-time employment of the 
newspaper in Chicago ¢ 

Mr. Surmons. Yes, sil 

Mr. McDrermorr. And it is also your practice, I believe, to make 
speeches from time to time? 

Mr. Surmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. In different places; is that correct ? 

Mr. Simmons. Yes; I make them everywhere. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, did those speeches have anything to do with 
your employment, or the sums you received for those activities, addi- 
tional compensation to you, in addition to your compensation from 
the Chicago Tribune? 

Mr. Sim Mons. The sums are usually very small, Mr. McDermott, be- 
cause they come from religious bodies and educational bodies, and 
neither have ver y much money, so I go ahead and do the best as I can. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now, I believe that you were placed on the pay?! 
of the Washington Times-Her ald 2 or 3 days following the conelusivn 
of the campaign in Maryland, is that correct? 

Mr. Soumons. Well, may I ‘explain that to you? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, I would like to have you do so. 

Mr. Srumons. My fe ature article was the feature of the Untold 
Story, and I know that you read the untold stories. It is a piece of 
literature, and I wish to recommend it to you. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. We surely will read it. 

Mr. Simmons. Yes; it is in no ways political, it is historical, 
you know. 

Now, the Tribune owned the Untold Story, it belongs to them / 

When we took over the Times-Herald, the Times-Herald picked 
up from the Tribune, and I imagine they paid the Tribune for 
That is the custom, being a feature owned by the Tribune, and soli 
by the Tribune. 

That was the situation when I went on the Times-Herald aft 
ward. And instead of directly paying the Tribune, they thought 
they might as well pay me, because of other things I could possib}y 
do, in addition to the Untold Story. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you were placed on the payroll of the 
Times-Herald, did that result in a reduction of your income from t! 
Chicago Tribune? 

Mr. Srumons. It was the same thing. They just divided it. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. So you end up getting the same gross 
compensation, but from two sources; is that what you mean? 

Mr. Srumons. Yes; I am sorry to say. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in connection with your activities in the 
State of Maryland in the last senatorial election, did you have any 
thing to do with the literature phases of the campaign? 

Mr. Srumons. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not participate in those in any manner 

Mr. Summons. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any arrangements for the distr 
bution of any literature? 

Mr. Srwumons. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker, would you care to ask any ques- 
tions / 

Mr. Becker. I have some questions. 

Mr. Simmons, as the chairman stated, it is a privilege to have you 
here with us this afternoon. 

Mr. Srmmons. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Becker. I have just a few questions, and I think they will be 
of interest to the committee. 

You started working with Mrs. Miller’s grandfather, Mark Hanna, 
many years ago; is that correct? 

Mr. Simmons. Beyond which the memory of man runs not to the 
contrary. I was his office boy when I was 12 years old, and I lived in 
his home, and I tried to so conduct myself since that time so that I 

can live with others of that great and distinguished family. 

Mr. Becker. And from that early beginning with that great man, 
Mark Hanna, you have been almost a part of that family; is that 
correct ? 


) 
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Mr. Suumons. Yes, sir, I am very happy to say. 

Mr. Becxer. And during that long period of time, you have tra- 
versed this country of ours speaking on behalf of matters affecting 
your race, as well as the Republican Party ? 

’ Mr. Sramons. Yes, sir, and also, if I may put this in, sir, affecting 

t only my race and the Republican Party, but my country, which 
of all earthly things is dearest to me. I devote as much time to that 
as | have to anything else. 

As to our country, I had certain ideas about our country, and the 
creat men who laid the foundation of it, Washington and Jefferson. 

[ saw it slipping away, and I wanted to talk to the people about it, 

lating where it was made, what these great men said and what they 

d, because the people had forgotten, so ) that my labors have not been 

nfined to race or to any one political party. 

[ am a Republican, but many, many, many of my dearest personal 

riends are Democrats. 

| just wished to state that. 

Mr. Becker. During the period of time that you have been of serv- 

( - your country and your race and in politics, you have advocated 

d spoken for many Repub ‘ican candidates in practically all the 
States of our Union; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Stwmons. Yes, sir, I have. For the first time in 30 years I 
missed the campaign in Missouri, but the distinguished Senator from 
that State has done the things that I wanted to do, so I didn’t bother 
about Missouri this time . 

Mr. Becker. Your participation in the campaign in Maryland in 
the 1950 election was not unusual, was it, Mr. Simmons? 

Mr. Summons. Oh, no, sir. I have been a delegate to five Republican 
national conventions. I have been a member of the committee on 
credentials of the Republican National Convention. 

a my recollection, and I trust it will be to your memory, sir, I had 

‘honor of nominating for the second nomination of Mr. Hoover, 
at one convention, and of Mr. Taft in another, so my work has been 
long for my party. 

Mr. Brexer. And you have campaigned in the State of Maryland 
prior to 1950 on many occasions, haven’t you ? 

Mr. Stmmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you have many friends and followers in that 
state ¢ 

Mr. Smwmons. Yes, sir, I suppose I should say I have some followers 
n Maryland. 

Mr. Cattoway. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Srmmons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Well, at least you have people who are known to you. 

Mr. Srumons. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And you know them very well. 

Mr. Summons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you mentioned Marse Calloway’s name a mo- 
ment ago. Of course, he is rather a young gentleman, but I under- 
stand that you taught him. 

Mr. Stumons. I was his teacher. 

Mr. Becker. Where was that ? 

Mr. Simmons. When he got up, I said to him, he talked to me one 
day, and I was teaching him, and I said, “Marse, you are losing time 








446 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


in school. You have got too much common sense to spend any time 
in college.” 

So he left and I kept him with me since that time. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, Mr. Simmons, when you participated in the 
campaign, the 1950 campaign in Maryland, you first served the Re 
publican Party; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Suamons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And not any individual candidate / 

Mr. Stmmons. Yes,sir. I was there for the party. 

Mr. Butler was on the ticket, so I would have been for Mr. Butler. 
I was there for Governor McKeldin, and I spoke as much for Gov 
ernor McKeldin as I did for Senator Butler, claiming nothing ex 
cept that I had some small part in the victory. 

Mr. Becker. During the period of time that you were in Maryland, 
you were aware of the sentiment either for or against the nominees 
of both parties / 

Mr. Simmons. Yes, sir; yes, sir. I wish to emphasize something 
I said a moment ago to the committee. I had certain ideas about this 
country, what it meant to me , and I wish to observe before this dis 
tinguished committee that the country means nothing to you, except 
that it is a great country, and in your veins flows the blood of the 
men who built it, but to me it is greater than all things, because 
through it I came into liberty. It is more to me than it is to you or 
can ever be to you. So I wanted to tell that story in Maryland. 

It had never been told, and I though I could tell it, so I took my- 
self to the State for that purpose. 

I had invitations to come into Ohio, to engage myself for the re 
turn of Senator Taft to the Senate, but I though I was doing well 
in Maryland and remained there. 

Mr. Becker. What was the nature of your activities, Mr. Simmons, 
in the State of Maryland while vou were there / 

Mr. Srumons. Well, I spoke in saloons, I spoke in churches and 
saloons the same day. I spoke under trees and on street corners. | 
spoke out in the fields. 

I drove one night 250 miles across the Eastern Shore. We were late, 
and when we arrived at the place at 11 o’clock at night, all had gone 
except 35 of the faithful, and they remained to hear my little story. 
I spoke to these 35, and I returned 250 miles the same night. 

I was deeply concerned in the cause, as I thought of the country, as I 
judged the country. That was my business there. I did nothing else 
except that. 

And Mr. Calloway had the direction, he made engagements for me, 
no one else made them except Mr. Calloway. Sometimes I would 
speak six or seven times a night under his direction. That was my 
business. Only that and nothing more. 

Mr. Becker. And in your speaking did you refer to the other candi 
dates, besides the candidate running for United States Senator ? 

Mr. Simmons. Sirs, may I say [raising right hand], 56 times I 
spoke in Maryland, and no one can testify that they ever heard me call 
Senator Tydings a name in that campaign. I don’t campaign that 
way. I was campaigning for my cause, and for Mr. Butler and Gov- 
ernor McKeldin, who represented my cause. 

I made no references to Senator Tydings at all, never once. I 
opened the campaign in Baltimore, and closed it, and no one in this 
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room could say that they overheard me at that time in that city, no 
one can say that they ever heard me call a name to Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Becker. The cause you were advocating, you felt, had certain 
beneficial results or were factors in the election of the Republican 
nominees ¢ 

Mr. Simmons. I think so, and I think so for this reason : 

One night I was speaking in a saloon in a county way down there— 
where we , spoke So a iny times that day, I forget the county 

Mr. CAaLLoway. . Marys C ounty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yeu. in St. M: arys C ounty, and I had spoken for my 
eause, and I was moving along well indeed, and a young man had a 
bottle of whisky, he was sts anding at the bar, and he laid i it down. 
(nd as I spoke along, another young man after a while picked up the 
bottle of whisky, and the first young man said to him, “Put it down 
and listen to him. If I put it down rand listen to him, the world can 
ut it down and listen to him.” 

[ thought that was quite a victory in a saloon, 

Mr. Bre KER. Now, there has ee some reference, Mr. Simmons, to 
the fact that you received some funds or expenses from Mrs. Miller. 
It isn’t anything unusual, is it, Mr. Simmons, for members of the 
Mark Hanna family, or the McCormick families, or others, to help 
vou ¢ 
* Mr. Suumons. Mr. Becker, for 50 vears [ have been receiving ex- 
penses from that family, 50 long vears. I don’t count it as expenses, 
I count it as necessities. And when necessity knocks upon my door, 
I knock upon their door. It is nothing unusual for me to ask Mrs. 
Miller for something to get me over the hill. She is always willing 
todo that. Her mother was my friend. I was with her father in the 
past, and her grandfather was my era friend and my greatest 
benefactor, and they have been blessed by kindly paayseetee with 
ereat affluence, and I have been blessed a that friends hip, so it is 
nothing unusual for me to go to Mrs, Miller for m: ny causes th: at she 
knew nothing about, let alone polities, and she never said “no” to me. 

If I had today the dollars that I have gotten from her, I would be 
on the stock market. That is nothing new at all. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very muc ch, Mr. Simmons. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith, do you have any questions? 

Senator Smiru. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. I have no questions to ask Colonel Simmons, 
except to say that I have heard about him the greater part of my life. 
| know that the Democrats were never too happy on the occasions when 
you came to St. Louis, Colonel Simmons. 

Mr. Simmons. Yes, sir; thank you, Senator. 

Senator Henninas. You came very regular ly, didn’t you, sir? 

Mr. Siumons. Oh, all the time. As I said a moment ago, I wish to 
reemphasize the reason I didn’t go into Missouri this year was because 
Tom Hennings was up there, and I had learned to admire you, and 
Maryland wouldn't let me go. so it was all right, Senator. 

Senator Hrenninas. I appreciate very much your saying that, 
Colonel Simmons. We hope the occasion will never arise when you 
may find it necessary to come to Missouri. 

Mr. Srmmons. Thank you so much, Senator. 
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Senator Monroney. I believe you said you made some 58 speeclivs 
in the campaign ? 

Mr. Summons. About 56, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. Would you mind telling the committee your . 
age? I think it is remarkable that you were able to make all those 
speeches during that campaign. 

Mr. Simons. Well, if I told that tale here today 

Senator Monronery. Well, we don’t ask you to do it, but the com- 
mittee was just wondering. 

Mr. Surmons. Well, Senator, I was born after the Civil War. 

Senator Monroney. All right, sir. And you did not come into the 
campaign in Maryland until after the primary; is that correct? Is 
that what I understood you to say ? 

Mr. Srumons. That is correct, I came in after the primary, that is 
right. 

Senator Monroney. You took no part in the primary ? 

Mr. Suumons. No; I took part in the election. 

Senator Monroney. After the convention had outlined its platform 
and program ¢ 

Mr. Smrumons. Yes, sir; because I remember very well, I can answer 
your question directly, Senator, the day the convention was held in 
the Lord Baltimore Hotel, Mr. Calloway and I were together in this 
city, and he begged me to attend the convention with him, and he 
waited on me for 3 or 4 hours here to take me to the convention, but | 
did not go. I remember that now very well indeed. 

I entered the campaign after everything was cleared and the candi- 
dates had been chosen and the issues had been confined, and the plat- 
form had been announced. Then I entered the campaign, as I had 
always done throughout the States. 

I have been to your State, too, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. Well, we welcome you there most any time but 
at election. 

Mr. Surmons. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. I appreciate what you said about conducting 
an affirmative campaign in talking for your party and for your candi- 
date. 

Mr. Simmons. Yes, sir. I never talk about people. That doesn’t 
concern me. It is the eternal issues that are involved of which I am a 
part, and I know you gentlemen will excuse me, but I must always 
remember how I came into freedom. You won’t hold that against 
me, I am sure. 

Senator Monronry. We appreciate that. 

Mr. Stumons. The great men who built the Nation, and their sons 
who came up on it, and that concerns me. May I say to you dis- 
tinguished gentlemen that there never will be men as great as the men 
who built this Nation; there never again will be men like that. I am 
only concerned lest you, its famous sons, will not be able to maintain 
what they entrusted to you. That is my only concern. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much. 

Did you have any further questions, Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand correctly that in your political 
experience it has been your practice to distribute your services as 
broadly as possible in the preelection days? You have been custom- 
arily active in several campaigns prior to an election, have you not! 








MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 449 


Mr. Stmmons. Yes, sir; I do that. I go into almost every State in 
the Union. I don’t suppose there is a State i in the Union, Mr. McDer- 
mott, in which I have not spoken, and there are very few States in 
which I have not delivered some kind of a political address. 

Mr. McDermorr. Has it been customary for you to devote an entire 
-week period prior to a general election to a campaign in one State ? 

Mr. Smamons. No, sir; no, sir. This is the first time I have done 
that. This is the first time I have done that, sir. 

As I said a moment ago, I thought that the conditions called for 
that. If I could be of any service to Mr. Calloway, who is our State 
leader there, and the men around him, the Governor, I was greatly 
interested in the success of Governor McKeldin, and the men he had 
put on his ticket, and I went in for that purpose, and they persuaded 
me to stay, and I remained over because I thought I might do some 
good. 

Mr. McDermort. Your prior practice, as I understand your dis- 
tinguished record, was to make a speech or a few speeches in many 
States; is that right ? 

Mr. Simmons. Yes, sir. 

\ir. McDermott. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smirx. I would just like to make an observation, Colonel 
Simmons. I am sure American politics would be much cleaner if we 
had everyone campaigning as you do with more positive campaign- 
ing and less name-calling. 

Mr. Smmrons. Thank. you. Isn’tthat fine? Thank you, ma’am. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Colonel, for being with 
us, and we appreciate your testimony. 

Senator Smiru. You are welcome in Maine at any time. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. You may be excused, sir. 

You may call your next witness. 

Mr, McDermorr. Mr. Calloway, will you rise, please, and be sworn. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 

whole — and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Cattoway. I do. 

Senator Monroney. The record will show that a quorum of the 
committee is present. 


TESTIMONY OF MARSE S. CALLOWAY 


Mr. McDermott. Mr. Calloway, will you make an effort to speak 
directly into the microphone, and speak so we can all hear you? 

Mr, Catioway. All right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you give us your name and your legal resi- 
dence, please ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Marse S. Calloway, 2016 Madison Avenue. 

Mr. McDermorr. Baltimore, Md. ? 

Mr. Cattoway. Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. McDrermorr. How long have you been a resident of the State 
of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Catnoway. Fifty years. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now, what is your present business activity, Mr. 
Calloway ? 

Mr. Catioway. Real estate. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are in the real-estate business ? 

Mr. CaLtoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you have also been active politically in Mary- 
land, in Baltimore; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that activity dates back some years; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Catioway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, are you a member of any political club or 
organization ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, I guess I belong to all phases of political 
clubs in Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you the registered political agent of any 
political club in the State of Maryland or political committee in the 
State of Maryland? 

Mr. Cattoway. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. You area registered Republican; is that correct ? 

Mr. Cattoway. Lam a registered Republican. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I believe, Mr. Calloway, that you were active 
in the campaign of John Marshall Butler in the State of Maryland 
prior to the last general election ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, lam interested in the State campaign, and he 
was a part of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were your activities in connection with his can- 
didacy on a State-wide basis as distinguished from 2 local basis ? 

Mr. Cattoway. That is right, that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in connection with your activities on behalf 
of his candidacy, did you have occasion to deal with his headquarters 
in the Lord Baltimore Hotel ¢ 

Mr. CaLttoway. Sometimes I would; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And with whom did you deal there, do you recall # 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, I talked with Mr. Jonkel, and I talked with 
many people around there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you receive any funds from Mr. Jonkel for 
your activities in connection with Mr. Butler’s candidacy ? 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes; I received some funds, but I think it was $400 
and some, something like that, but the funds were distributed through 
the Republican Committee, and I couldn't tell you exactly what it was. 
because I was working for the Republicans as a whole. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you recall that you received approximately 
S400 some— 

Mr. Catioway. I think so. I have a statement of the money | 
received and spent. I can turn it over to you, if you want it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Do you happen to have such a statement 
with you? 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. May I see it, please? 

Mr. Catutoway. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have it with you now ? 

Mr. Catitoway. Yes. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. May I see it, please ¢ 
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Mr. Catioway. I will turn it over to you, sir, later. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those moneys you received were received from 
Mr. Jonkel or were they rec eived from Mr. Mundy, do you recall ? 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, let me tell you, I had so many different phases 
that would come and get money from the Republicans, just who it was 
vot from, I don’t remember. It got money for the campaign. 
~ Mr. McDermorr. And that was approximately $400 and it was 
for either— 

Mr. Cattoway. That wasn’t all, but I say, I have a written state- 
ment as to what money I had in that particular campaign, and how 
it was distributed, and who we got it from. 

Mr. McDermorr. What I am interested in, and what the committee 
is interested in, particularly, is the funds received from the campaign 
headquarters of John Marshall Butler. 

Does your record contain such a breakdown as would permit you 
to answer that question ¢ 

Mr. Catnoway. No; I don’t think so. I don’t think the record will 
show the breakdown -between Butler’s money and the statement. I 
think as near as I can remember that I received a certain amount of 
money for distributing, and so forth, but just what it was, I don’t 
know, 

Mr. McDermorr. But you do recall something about $400, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. What ? 

Mr. McDermorr. You do recall the sum of $400, is that correct ? 

Mr. Cattoway. I can remember that. Now, that is not definite 
now. You see, in running a campaign, you coul ‘An’t give any definite 
figure on campaign funds, because I run the State campaign, and I 
might make some mistake on it. But I do say that I got some from 
them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those funds you received from various sources 
were used for headquarters expense and precinct work / 

Mr. Catnoway. For precinct runners, meetings, and so forth, hot 
dogs, and so forth. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were any sums that you received from Mr. Jonkel 
or Mr. Mundy by check or in cash ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. By check. 1 think whatever I got, I got by check. 

Mr. McDermorr. You got it by check 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I hand you, Mr. Calloway, a photo copy of 
petty-cash receipt which has been identified as chistes No. 64 in the 
record of the subcommittee, and which states, “Received from petty 
cash, $1,200,” and it bears your signature. Can you identify this for 
us [handing document to witness | ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. I don’t know whether I got that from Jonkel. I 
got that from headquarters. I got a statement. I couldn’t think defi- 
nitely of all those things now, you see. 

Senator Smirnw. Mr, Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Smith. 

Senator SmirH. May I ask, did you get any money during the pri- 
mary campaign, or was it only in the recul: ar election campaign ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. I think this is September 16, this is dated here, 

hat must have been the primary. 

Senator Smiru. What was the date of your primary ? 


85670—51— j0 
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Mr. Catioway. Ma’am ? 

Senator Smiru. What was the date of the Maryland primary ? 

Mr. Catioway. I don’t know what date, but I know it was in Se) 
tember. 

Senator Smiru. Do you have that date, Mr. McDermott? 

Mr. McDermorr. It is about that same date. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. And also, Mr. Chairman, the $1,200 is set for 
in the Mundy report for the primary election, it is accounted for )) 
Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. McDermorr. For primary expenses, that is correct. 

Now, in addition to that, you received some other sums that you 
think approximated $400, is that right? 

Mr. Catioway. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, were you active, Mr. Calloway, in the prep 
ration and distribution of campaign liter ature on behalf of Mr. Bui t- 
ler’s candidacy ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, I say that I was running the whole State 
campaign, and Mr. Butler was just a unit, just a part of it. I was in- 
terested in electing the Governor and ev erybody on the ticket. So to 
separate them and to pick out Butler or somebody else who was run- 
ning on the ticket, why, I think I did not divide my time on one man. 
I was trying to elect the ticket as a whole. 

Mr. McDermorr. With particular reference to a tabloid, with which 
you are pretty familiar, entitled, “From the Record”—— 

Mr. Catioway. Sir? 

Mr. McDermorr. With particular reference to the tabloid From 
the Record, that is this piece of literature which has been introduced 
into the record of this schemadaithas as exhibit No. 1. 

Mr. Catitoway. Let me see that. I have to see it. I don’t think that 
we distributed these. The only thing we distributed was this Back 
to Good Old Dixie. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Your recollection now 

Mr. Cattoway. And when we distributed these, we distributed them 
the last 2 days of the campaign. We did not distribute them before. 
We had them, and they were put in my office in the back, and they 
stayed there until the last 2 days, and out of the amount that we hai 
to distribute, we only distributed about a thousand or a little more, 
because we saw we had the campaign won. We knew the campaign 
would be won, and we don’t think these tabloids had anything to do 
with it at all. 

If they had won by about three or four hundred votes, then you 
could have said something for it, but we certainly thought that we 
could not get a 40,000 vote majority with this. The majority of the 
people didn’t read it anyway. 

But we did emphasize this Back to Good Old Dixie, because it was 
Mr. Tydings’ record. Of course, we didn’t talk about Mr. Tydings. 
He was well known to our people. They knew his stand on all issues. 
and his congressional record showed it, and that is all, we emphasize: 
that, and we did that the last day or so. We did not want any reper- 
cussions on it. We didn’t want nobody else to get out something 
else. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand that this literature that you ke; 
in your back room until the ls ast day 

Mr. Catroway. The last 2 or 3 days. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Were you referring to the tabloid entitled “From 
the Record”? 

Mr. Cattoway. This? [Holding up pamphlet. ] 

Mr. McDermorr. No; From the Record. 

Mr. Cattoway. No. From my recollection I don’t remember seeing 
this, because when I read it in the paper, about Mr. Tydings and 
Browder being taken there, taking their picture together, I tried to 
find it. I never saw this. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your best recollection is that you did not receive 
any copies of that tabloid for distribution, nor did you distribute any, 
s that right? 

Mr. CaLtoway. My recollection 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not distribute any? 

Mr. Cattoway. I did not distribute this; no. 

Mr. McDermotr. When you refer to the material you kept back 
in your office and which you distributed in the last days of the cam- 
paign, you are referring to this piece of literature [indicating] ? 

Mir. CaLtoway. Yes; this Back to Good Old Dixie. 

Mr. McDermorr. Entitled “Back to Good Old Dixie.” 

Mr. CaLtoway. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall how many of those pieces of litera- 
ture you distributed ? 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, I said that I don’t know just how many they 
sent, because I did not count them. They sent them out by somebody 
from downtown some place and they left them there. One of my sec- 
vetaries kept them and when I got ready to distribute them I said, 

“Well, we had better not distribute these ‘things too early because the 
other side might get out something.” 

So we waited until the last 2 or 3 days to distribute these and we 
d didn't do a very good job at it, because we were too busy doing some- 

hing else. I said, “Well, I think we have got the election won. 

Because the sales t: ax won the election for us. I don’t care who they 
blame for the Senator’s defeat, but we feel that the sales tax defeated 
the whole ticket. It wasunpopular. It wasa good thing for taxpayers 

ind for the State to get some money in the treasury, but it was a 
very unpopular measure. 

Of course, Mr. Tydings was not popular with the colored people 
anyway, because he never did anything for us, and this record shows 

hat every measure that was passed on Congress, he voted against it. 
\Ve were not interested in the other things. 

We don’t abuse nobody in an election. I have been in campaigns all 

y life practically and we never abuse people and talk : about them, 
because we find from experience that it makes them popular. When 
you call a fellow a name, somebody thinks he is somebody, so we didn’t 
niake it our business to call anybody names. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you active in the preparation of this piece 
of literature ? 

Mr. Cattoway. No, sir; I was not. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Did you have anything to do with its preparation? 

Mr. Catrowar. The only oat was active in it, they sent us a copy 
of it,and I had to get some gentlemen to sign it, and I asked Mr. Berry 
and Dr. Bode to sign this, and they said, OW ell, are you sure that it 
s going to be printed, and what you say about it is true?” 
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So I said, “Yes, I will check it. I am not sure, but I will check it.” 

So we did check it. We got the Afro-American to check these bills, 
to see whether they were true, to see whether he voted yes or no. 

Mr. McDermort. You say they sent it to you. Who do you mean }) 
“they” ¢ 

Mr. Catroway. Well, I can’t say definitely, because in headquar- 
ters, you know, they have a lot of people working for one man who 
set it up, but they sent up a copy of it and I gave it to Mr. Berry, an: 
I don’t think I gave it to Bishop Shaw, but I gave it to Mr. Bode. 
I can remember, and I have got a bad memory sometimes on some 
things I don’t want to re -member | laughter], but this is true, I remem 
ber this. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t remember who they were but you state 
that you have checked the truth of this material, is that right 4 

Mr. Canttoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you do that personally ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. I did not check it. I got the Afro-American to 
check it. They are Democrats, and I thought they would tell the 
truth about it. That isthe reason I got them to chee k it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when they sent it to you, what instructions 
did they give you? Did they tell you to find somebody to endorse it 01 
to get somebody's names put on it, or what did they tell you? 

Mr. Catitoway. Yes: the vy asked me could I get somebody to verify 
it artd ask them if they would endorse this statement. I asked Rever 
end Bode, who is the head of all the pastors in Maryl: a and T asked 
John Berry, who is back of me, whom I have been dealing with for 

about 35 years, and he never told me a lie, so the people believed what 
John Berry said about it, and Dr. Bode, and I got them to endorse it. 
They tried to ascertain whether I knew what I was talking about 
when I had all this stuff on here. We did know that our Governo 
wrote back to Dixie, so the people were kind of afraid to go back o1 
down there. So they signed it. We did not abuse nobody, though, 
you know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you show the copy to both of those gentlemen ‘ 

Mr. Catntoway. I did, sir, but it was not in this form. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. In what form was it / 

Mr. Cattoway. It was not in the form it isin now. It is what the 
call, or it was what they calla rough draft. This part *We have been 
oe , political football” and From the Record, that was o 
there. don’t know what you call this, this basketball or football, 
they hadn’ t made it up, that was not on there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did those gentlemen to whom you showed 
that, and whose names you used on it, contribute to its cost of pro 
duction ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Contribute to the cost ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Cattoway. I don’t know that because I didn’t get it up. I don’t 
know nothing about the production. I don’t know what it cost, how 
much it cost to print it, and nothing about it. I know they sent it 
up to me to distribute it and we were so busy that we didn’t do much 
to distribute it. 

[ had Mr. Simmons making speeches in every corner and his 
speeches were more effective than any political paper we could get up. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You don’t know exactly how many copies you did 
distribute ¢ 

Mr. Catioway. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you think it was a thousand or so? 

Mr. Catnoway. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall who sent you those copies for dis- 
tribution ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, they brought them up in a truck, three col- 

ored men brought them up, and my girl checked them, and my man 
in the office and they put them in the back room we had, and the “V 
sti ived there. Some ‘of it was stolen, somebody went in and broke it 
out and stole a lot of it after the election, because after we got into 
the election we found out that the trend was in our favor and we just 
didn’t use all of this. Now, Il didn’t see that. This is the first one I 
have seen of this | indicating |. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand that you tell us that you did not 
receive any copies of From the Record for er nor were any 
distributed by you. 

Mr. Cattoway. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that is all. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Yes, sir; please. 

Mr. Calloway, how long have you been in politics in the State of 
Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Ever since Mr. Simmons put me out of Tuskegee in 
1915. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you went from college to politics ? 

Mr. CatLoway. Sir? 

Mr. Becker. You went from college to polities. 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Calloway, you participated in many politi- 

i] campaigns in the State of Maryland. 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you are a leader among your people and recog- 
nized . such by the Republican Parta in - State of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Cantoway. That is what they say. I do the best I can. 

Mr. om kek. And were you in charge of the campaign activities 
with respect to matters affecting your own people / 

Mr. CaLnoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. What was the nature of your activities during the 
ourse of the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Cattoway. Well, we talked about the campaign and the Repub- 
lican Party. We were all interested. A lot of our people don’t realize 
vhat a benefactor the Republican Party is to colored people, espe- 
cially. I am not talking about white people because, as a rule, in an 
election, a governor or Senator is elected and he is a white man. So 
whether you are a Democrat or Republican you are white and you 
don’t suffer, but we suffer when the Democrats are in, in our State 
especially, and they may do better in the other States out West or 
some place else, but we suffer and all the gains we got in Maryland, 
particularly we get it under the Republican reign. We try to educate 
the people ‘with the past from the record, that the only way that we 
are going to get any justice and fair play is by electing a Republican. 
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We have nothing against the Democrats. Some of my best frien, 
are Democrats. 

But it is an issue where we do the best we can under the circun 
stances. We take the lesser of the two evils. We don’t say both of 
them are evil, but we take the lesser of the two. 

So in Maryland we couldn’t get police until we got a Republica 
governor, that has been 12 years. We just cannot get nothing witli- 
out electing a Republican. 

Now, in these further States up in Maine, it might be a little 
different, but the colored line is badly drawn among people in Mar 
land, so we have to work along the best we can. 

We feel all the colored people who are Democrats in Maryland « 
Democrats because somebody fooled them over there, or bought then), 
or done something, so that is the only thing we do. 

We did not call Mr. Tydings names. We made it our busine 
not to do that. We did not talk about him. We could not sa 
anything good about him, so far as Negroes are concerned, so we ( 
not say nothing bad about him. 

Mr. Becker. In connection with your activities, did you parti 
larly work for one candidate, od did you work for all of the cand 
dates ? 

Mr. Cattoway. No, I worked for all of them. 

Mr. Becker. And one of your activities, did that consist of a neig! 
borhood dinner for workers for McKeldin and Butler? 

Mr. Catioway. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. At the Sharon Baptist Church ? 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes, we invited all the candidates. 

Mr. Becker. Showing you this envelope—there was a letterhead 
containing a letter inviting them to dinner, and I don’t see it in the 
file—but this e nvelope s says Gover nor McKeldin and Butler, this is thi 
envelope, that is the kind of literature that you got out ? 

Mr. Catioway. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. I offer that in evidence. It shows that they had a 
combined team of McKeldin for Governor and Butler for Senator 
And also the Attorney General. * 

Mr. CatLoway. Yes. 

Mr. Brecker. In other words, it was a team operation, wasn’t it / 

Mr. Catioway. That is right; yes. 

Senator Hennrnos (presiding). It may be received, without obje: 
tion. 

(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit 65” and may 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr.Becxer. In connection with your campaign activities, you 
worked as hard for one candidate as for another. In other words, 
it was a one-team proposition ? 

Mr. Catitoway. We tried to do that. We tried to work hard. We 
considered Mr. McKeldin was head of the ticket, and Mr. McKeldin 
himself worked for Mr. Butler. If you talk about who elected Butler, 
you have to give some credit to Simmons and McKeldin. They were 
the ones that were the factor in electing him, because McKeldin was 
very popular and his speeches were very effective, and Mr. Simmons 
was very popular and his speeches were very effective, so far as the 
Republicans were concerned. 
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Mr. Becker. Mr. Calloway, you were aware of the public senti- 
ment during the election period 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes; the public sentiment was on our side, and it 
is still on our side. I think we are going to win the election in 1952, 

nd in 1951, without you all doing something to change it. 

Mr. Becker. Now, in regard to the S enator, you say you knew about 

min Maryland. What would you say were the factors that caused 
the defeat of the Democratic ticket in Maryland ? 

Mr. Catitoway. I think the defeat was Lane’s blunder. You know, 
sometimes you can do something good in polities for the administra- 
tion, but it is unpopular with the people, so the Lane sales tax was 
very unpopular, and what with the Lane’s sales tax and the things 
that they charge him doing that he did not do, that made the people 
believe those things th: at they charged him with. They said, “Let’s 
cet. rid of all of them.” So that is the w ay the thing worked out. 

Mr. Becker. You would say that was the sentiment you found 

nong the voters ¢ 

Mr. Catnoway. Yes. If Lane had been a popular Governor and 
had not had the sales tax, why, Mr. Tydings would have been United 
States Senator. 

Mr. Becker. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hennings. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. I haven’t any questions. 

Senator Hennrnes. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. I think not, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 

Senator Hrennines. Mr. Calloway, we all know, of course, that 
Col. Roscoe Simmons’ reputation and achievements as a scholar 
and orator are all part of him. Did he impart any of these abilities 
to you before you left Tuskegee ? 

Mr. Catzoway. Well, when a fellow tells you that you got a lot 
of common sense, that means a whole lot of things, don’t it? 

Senator Hennings. Yes; and it is a very rare ‘commodity, Mr. Cal- 
loway. You are more of an organization man, aren't you? 

Mr. Cattoway. Yes: lama regul: ar organization man. 

Senator Hennines. You are a worker and not a speechmaker ? 

Mr. CatLoway. Yes, sir; I wath night and day all the time. 

Senator Hennrnes. And as such, you, of course, worked for the 
entire ticket ? 

Mr. Cattoway. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Without particular emphasis upon any one of 
the candidates ? 

Mr. Cattoway. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Do you have any further questions, Mr. Me- 
Dermott ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. None. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you very much. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I will call Mr. Poellinger. 

Senator Hennincs. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, 
please. 

Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Portxineer. I do. 

Senator Henninos. Let the record show that a quorum of the com- 
mittee is present. You may proceed, Mr. McDermott. 
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TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. POELLINGER 


Mr. McDermorr. Will you give us your name and your address, 
Mr. Poellinger, please. 

Mr. Portiincer. William H. Poellinger, 1930 East Jalpa Road, 
Towson 4, Md. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you try and speak in the microphone so w 
will be able to hear you a little better. 

Mr. Portiincer. All right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your business ¢ 

Mr. PoeLtuincer. Commercial artist. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you are in business for yourself, are you / 

Mr. Poeviincer. I was at that particular time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I understand that you did some art work on 
the literature that was used in the campaign, the recent campaign of 
John Marshall Butler in the State of Maryland; is that correct ? 

Mr. Poriiincer. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you do art layout work on a piece of 
literature entitled “Back to Good Old Dixie’? This document is 
in the record of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 6. 

Mr. Pore.iincer. I did. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, by whom was the order for this art work 
placed with you? 

Mr. Poriuincer. All of the pamphlets that I handled were ordered 





by Jon M. Jonkel. ‘ 


Mr. McDermMorr. By Jon M. Jonkel # \ 
Mr. Portuincer. That is right. 
Mr. McDermorr. You did similar work on several other pieces of 

literature in addition to this? 

Mr. Poettincer. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time that you received your instructions 
on this particular piece of literature from Mr. Jonkel, was the cop) 
in rough form? 

Mr. Portiincer. There was no copy whatsoever on any of 

pieces. [never saw the copy on any of them. 

Mr. McDerMorr. I see. And what instructions did you custo 
marily receive with reference to your art layout work ¢ 

Mr. Portiincer. Well, as I discussed them with Jon Jonkel, 
they were in their more or less fluid state. I mean, they were just 
thoughts. He gave me hia thoughts as to the size of piece he would 

want to make up, whether it was a 3-fold or 2-fold, and in this case it 

was a 3-fold, and the wording, he gave me his idea on the wording 

exactly, and I designed the piece and did the art work for engraving, 

for printing. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you show a certain sponsorship on each piece 

of literature ¢ 
Mr. Portiincer. No; I am sorry, that is purely a printer’s job, to 

insert that along with the copy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, your records reveal your specific charge for 
that particular piece of work, do they ? 

Mr. Portiincer. They do. I have a copy here now. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is a copy of your bill ? 

Mr. Portuincer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom was that bill submitted? 
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Mr. Poretuincer. That bill was submitted to Jon M. Jonkel, who 
QO. K.’d them and forwarded them to Cornelius P. Mundy, who signed 
the cheeks, and would send me the checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. When your bill for that work was paid, by whom 
was it paid ¢ 

Mr. Portnincer. It was paid by Cornelius P. Mundy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have contact with anyone else, other than 
Mr. Jonkel, in connection with your work on that piece of literature ? 

Mr. Portiuincer. No; all Mr. Jonkel’s work, the only other person, 
of course, was Mrs. Van Dyke. She was his right-h: und girl, let us say. 

Mr. McDermorr. And your recollection is that if you talked to 
anyone else it would be Mrs. Van Dyke in connection with that job; is 
that. right ¢ 

Mr. Portuincer. That is right, but she did not have anything to do 
with it. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions. 

Senator MoNRoNEY (presiding). Mr. Becker / 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ¢ 

Senator Hrnprickson. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Samira. I haven't any questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings ? 

Senator HENNINGs. No. 

Senator Henprickson. I would like to ask counsel just what the 
purpose was for this witness being brought here. I have not been able 
to determine that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, as I believe the committee is aware, Sena- 
tor, according to Mr. Jonkel’s testimony—first of all, on the exhibit 
there is no suggestion on the exhibit that the literature was either paid 
for or sponsored by the John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee. 
The only sponsorship appearing are the names on the literature. 

We are familiar with the Federal law with reference to campaign 
literature, and I think it is material for the record to show by whom 
this literature was ordered and by whom it was paid for, and Mr. 
Fedder has testified that his charge for printing this piece of litera- 
ture was paid by the campaign committee, and Mr. Poellinger is the 
only other man who worked on it. He did the art work, and by his 

testimony he shows that he was paid for it by them. 

Senator Henprickson. I had suspected that was the connection, but 
I just wanted the record to show it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, sir. 

Mr. Portiinger. May I submit this? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. That will be exhibit 66. 

(The document referred to above as exhibit 66 may be found in the 
files of the committee. ) 

Senator Monroney. Counsel will call the next witness. 

Mr. McDernorr. John L. Berry, please. 

Senator Monronry. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, 
please. 

Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God 

Mr. Berry. Yes. 
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Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming here. 
are glad to have you here. 
Mr. Berry. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN L. BERRY 


Mr. McDermorr. State your name for the record, please. 

Mr. Berry. John L. Berry. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what is your residence address, Mr. Berry! 

Mr. Berry. 2038 Druid Hill Boulevard. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom are you employed / 

Mr. Berry. North Carolina Mutual Life Insurance Co. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you are the manager of its Baltimore office, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Berry. The district manager, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Berry, your name, with the wrong 
initial, John R. Berry, manager, North Carolina Mutual Life Insu: 
ance Co., appears an authorizer of this piece of campaign literature 
entitled “Back to Good Old Dixie,” which has been identified in the 
record of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 6. 

By whom were you contacted with reference to the sponsorship of 
this particular piece of literature? 

Mr. Berry. Marse 8S. Calloway. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you tell us the circumstances of that visit! 

Mr. Berry. Well, I was approached by Mr. Calloway during thie 
campaign of Senator Butler, and I was shown a copy of that proposed 
literature, and asked whether I would allow my name to be used on 
it as an endorser. 

I examined it, and said that if the statements made in there with 
reference to the voting record of Senator Tydings were verified, | 
would agree to allow my name to be used. 

Mr. Callow: ay assured me that the statements had been verified by 
the Butler campaign headquarters, and upon that assurance, and mpon n 
the further assurance of certain investigations which I made per 
sonally, I felt sure that the statements were true, and I authorized 
the use of my name. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Your statement is that you did specifically author- 
ize the use of oe ne me on this piece of literature / 

Mr. _ rry. I did. I did not authorize the use of my companys 
name. I did not see a final copy of the literature. The final copy, of 
course, carried my name as district manager of the North Carolina 
Mutual. I did not authorize the use of my company’s name on thie 
literature, although I feel that the use of the company’s name wa: 
merely descriptive, and was in no sense an endorsement of the con- 
tents of the pamphlet. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you contribute anything to the cost of the 
pamphlet ? 

Mr. Berry. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have anything to do with its distribution ‘ 

Mr. Berry. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. To your knowledge did your company make a 
contribution to the cost of it? 

Mr. Beary. They did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions. 
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Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Judge Berry, you have been appointed judge over the week end; 
sn’t that right ? 

Mr. Berry. Magistrate; I was nominated. 

Mr. Becxer. You have been a resident of Maryland for a good 

any years ¢ 

Mr. Berry. All my life. 

Mr. Becker. And you were active in the 1950 campaign ? 

Mr. Berry. I was. 

Mr. Becker. And you participated in its activities to a certain 
extent ¢ 

Mr. Berry. I did. 

Mr. Becker. Were you aware of the activities and the sentiment 

f the voters during that period 

Mr. Berry. I think I was, particularly those with whom I came 

contact. 

Mr. Becxer. And what was the sentiment of the voters with respect 
to being for or against members of certain political parties? 

Mr. Berry. Well, so far as the senatorial cam yalgn was concerned, 
I feel that the colored voter was pretty generally opposed to the re- 
election of Senator Tydings on his record, which was pretty well 
known, after his long continuance in office in the Senate. His record 
was pretty well known to the colored voters, in spite of pamphlets, 
his record was pretty well known, and I think the colored voter pretty 
well made up his mind to register a vote against his reelection. 

Mr. Becker. And the colored vote is a large part of the vote in Bal- 
timore and other arees in Maryland? 

\Ir. Berry. It is considerable. 

Mr. Becker. You would say that that sentiment was in existence, 
no matter who was the Republican nominee for the Senate / 

Mr. Berry. I do. 

Mr. Becxer. From September 18 on, is that correct ? 

Mr. Berry. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. What, in your opinion, would you say were the fac- 
tors which were responsible for the defeat of Senator Tydings in the 

ist election ? 

Mr. Berry. Well, I think the division of the Democratic Party 
was the big factor. The sales tax, and Senator Tydings’ record, so 
far as the Negro vote was concerned. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Berry, did you ever see the tabloid 
iat has been offered in evidence here? 

Mr. Berry. I saw it; yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you see it before the election ? 

Mr. Berry. I saw it before the election. 

Senator Henprickson. In your judgment, do you think that tab- 
loid had any bearing or material bearing on the election ? 

Mr, Berry. I don’t think it had much. : 

Senator Henprickson. Do you know anything about the distribu- 
tion of that tabloid ? 

Mr. Berry. No, sir; not at all. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you ever receive a copy ? 
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Mr. Berry. Except that it was thrown in my door, that is the on|y 
way I ever saw a copy of it. 

Senator Henprickson. I see. Did it have any influence on you 
judgment ? 

Mr. Berry. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. None at all. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Berry, what was your opinion of that tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Berry. I did not like it. 

Senator Smiru. Would you have signed it if you had been called 
upon to do so? 

Mr. Berry. I would not. 

Senator Smirn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings / 

Senator Hennines. I have no questions to ask. 

Senator Monroney. I have no further questions. Thank you very 
much for coming. 

Did you have any questions, Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming over. 

Mr. McDermorr. The remaining witness available this afternoon is 
Bishop Aiexander Shaw. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you very much, Bishop, for coming 
over. We appreciate your giving this committee the benefit of your 
testimony. 

Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, please. 

Do you sole nmly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and not! 


ing but the truth, so help you God? 
Bishop Suaw. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BISHOP ALEXANDER SHAW 


Mr. McDermorr. You are bishop of the Baltimore Erie Methodist 
Church in Baltimore, Md., is that correct ¢ 

Bishop Suaw. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you are a resident of Baltimore, Md. 4 

Bishop Suaw. I am. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Bishop Shaw, your name appears as one 
of three authorizers on a piece of campaign literature entitled “Back 
to Good Old Dixie,” which has been identified as exhibit 6 in the record 
of the subcommittee. 

I now hand this to you for your examination. Were you consulted, 
Bishop, with reference to the use of your name as an authorizer on that 
piece of literature / 

Bishop Suaw. I was not. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when did you first become aware that your 
name was used as the sponsor? 

Bishop Suaw. When I picked it up at the polls, when I went to vote 

Mr. McDekrmorr. Did you make any contribution to the cost of its 
production ¢ 

Bishop Suaw. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you have anything to do with the dis- 
tribution of it? 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Bishop Suaw. No. 

Mr. McDermott. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. Bishop, when you did learn that your name was on the 
pamphlet known as Back to Good Old Dixie, did you raise any objec- 
tion to it whatsoever ? 

Bishop SHaw. No; I did not. I looked it over, and took it good- 
naturedly, and said that being a Republican I would back it up, but 
[ did not know before I saw the pamphlet. 

Mr. Becker. Had it been shown to you before would you have given 
your permission to use your name on ‘it? 

Bishop Suaw. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. As a matter of fact, at that time weren't you out of 
the city? Were you out of the city at the time that this matter was 
published ¢ 

Bishop Suaw. Yes. You see, I travel a good deal, and I am not at 
home, and cannot be contacted very much, not so much. 

Mr. Becker. Bishop, you are the bishop of the Baltimore Erie 
Methodist Church ¢ 

Bishop Suaw. Well, that “Erie” is incorrect. It should be Balti- 
more area, 

Mr. Becker. Of the Methodist Church ? 

Bishop Suaw. Yes. The correct name is Baltimore Area of the 
Central Jurisdiction of the Methodist Church. 

Mr. Becker. The title, of course, was descriptive but you are Bishop 
Alexander Shaw ? 

Bishop Suaw. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Becker. There isn’t any question about the fact that you fully 
ratified this particular pamphlet after it came to your knowledge 
and attention ? 

Bishop Suaw. After I looked it over and saw the contents of 
and saw it was practically correct, I didn’t make any complaint 

Senator Henprickson. In other words, it had your approval ? 

Bishop Suaw. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson, do you have any further 
questions ? 

Senator Henprickson. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. No. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennings. Yes. Bishop, as I understand it, you ratified it 
after it had been published and distributed ? 

Bishop Suaw. Yes. I considered—I mean, after I saw it on elec- 
tion day, I didn’t pay any attention, I just saw my name there, and I 
kne Ww 

Senator Henninas. You did not repudiate it? 

Bishop Suaw. No, no. 

Senator Henninos. Or object to it ? 

Bishop Suaw. No. 

Senator Monroney. It was on election day that you saw the first 
copy of it? 

Bishop Suaw. Yes; that is correct. 
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Senator Monroney. And no mention had ever been made of t 
pamphlet or no one tried to contact you regarding the pamphlet befo 
that? 

Bishop Suaw. I did not know the nature of it until I picked it up. 

Senator Monronry. It was handed to you as you went to the polls ‘ 

Bishop Suaw. Yes; I think before I got to the polls. 

Senator Monroney. It was in rather wide distribution, was it, at 
that time? 

Bishop Suaw. Well, there was somebody distributing it in my 
precinct. 

Senator Monroney. At your voting place; was it? 

Bishop Suaw. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. It did not come to your home? 

Bishop Suaw. No. 

Senator Monronry. It was handed to you when you went to the 
polls ¢ 

Bishop Saw. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. And that is the first knowledge you ever had « 
the pamphlet or of your alleged sponsorship of the pamphlet % ¢ 

Bishop Suaw. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. But when you received it you read it and said, 
“Well, there is nothing in the pamphlet now that it is published wit): 
which I disagree”? 

Bishop SHaw. Oh, yes; sure. 

Senator Monroney. But in no way could you have been responsih|: 
for its publication since you had no knowledge whatsoever until elec 
tion day, when it was being distributed generally throughout 
Maryland ? 

Bishop Suaw. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Senator Henprickson. But I take it, Bishop, from what you said. 
from what you have testified here, that had you seen the pamphlet 
before its publication it would have had your approval, and you woul(| 
have permitted your name to be used ¢ 

Bishop Suaw. Oh, yes, yes. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you very much. 

Senator Smiru. May I ask one question / 

Senator Monronery. Yes; excuse me. 

Senator Smirn. Had you seen the tabloid before election day ? 

Bishop Suaw. No. 

Senator Smrru. You have seen it since, the tabloid From the 
Record ¢ 

Bishop Suaw. Oh, I have not seen that at all. 

Senator Smirn. You have not seen it ¢ 

Bishop SuHaw. No; I have not seen it. 

Senator Sanru. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Bishop, for coming ove 
and giving us the advantage of your testimony. 

There are no further witnesses for this afternoon so the subcom 
mittee will stand in recess until 10 in the morning. 

(Whereupon, at 3:40 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned, to recon 
vene on Thursday, March 15, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


THURSDAY, MARCH 15, 1951 


Unitep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:15 o’clock 
a. m., In room 318, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Mon- 
roney presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney, Hennings, Smith (Maine), and Hen- 
drickson. 

Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward 
A. McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monronry. The hearing will be in order. 

The record will show that a quorum of the committee is present. 
Mr. Hennings will be delayed for about 20 minutes, and will join the 
hearing when he arrives. 

Committee counsel will call the first witness. 

Mr. McDermorr. Rev. J. Timothy Boddie. Will you just take a 
chair here at the table, Reverend, and raise your hand ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Boppre. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you. We appreciate very much your 
coming over here to give us the benefit of your testimony today. 

Do you have a prepared statement ? 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES TIMOTHY BODDIE 


Mr. Bopptz. You mean one written ? 

Senator MonroneY. One written out; yes. 

Mr. Bopprr. No, I just 

Senator Monroney. Then committee counsel will inquire. 

Mr. McDermorr. Reverend, will you speak into the microphone so 
that weean hear you? Will you give us your name, please? 

Mr. Boppre. My name, full name? 

Mr. McDermort. Full name. 

Mr. Boppre. Reverend James Timothy Boddie—B-o-d-d-i-e. 

Mr. McDernorr. I see. And you are presently with the United 
saptist Missionary Convention at Baltimore, Md. ? 

Mr. Boppte. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Reverend Boddie, your name, incorrectly 
spelled, appears as one of three authorizers on a piece of campaign 
literature entitled “Back to Good Old Dixie,” which has been identi- 
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fied in this record of the subcommittee as exhibit No. 6, and which was 
prepared and circulated in connection with the recent senatorial cam- 
paign of John Marshall Butler. 

I now hand you this exhibit [handing document to witness]. 

Mr. Boppre. Do you desire that I proceed ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; if you would like to tell the committee what 
you know about that. 

Mr. Boppre. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I gave 
authorization for the use of my name to Mr. Marse 8. Calloway, “Mio- 
publican leader, to be used in exposing through publication the nega- 
tive positions of Senator Tydings in some ‘legislative matters that 
concerned the interest of my racial group. 

I felt that according to the record, and since Mr. Tydings did. not 
have the best interests of our group at heart, that whatever little 
influence that I had as a leader should be exerted and used in de- 
feating his reelection; for, according to my impression of the legis- 
lative cake, my group didn’t even receive any of the crumbs, much Tess 
a slice. 

I felt that Mr. Butler would more adequately represent all of the 
people and including all of the people, my racial group would certainly 
be considered. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand from your testimony, Reverend, that 
you did authorize the use of your name on a piece of literature similar 
to that. Were you shown a copy of that particular piece of literature 
before publication ? 

Mr. Boppre. I was not shown this copy, but I gave authorization on 
the strength of the record, regardless of the copy. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. When did you first see a copy of the pub- 
lication? Was that after it was printed? 

Mr. Boppre. After it was printed. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes. 

Mr. Boppre. In this form. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you gave the authorization to Marse Callo 
way for the use of your name on such a piece of literature ? 

Mr. Boppre. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Smiru. I have no questions. 

Senator Monronry. What was the approximate date that you and 
Mr. Calloway discussed the issuance of this? 

Mr. Boppre. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would be really just resorting 
to memory; I could not even definitely state the date. It was cer 
tainly, I should say, some time in October, I imagine. 

Senator Monroney. Some time in October? 

Mr. Boppre. Yes. ] 

Senator Monroney. Anyway before the publication came out? 

Mr. Bopptr. Oh, yes; way before. 

Senator Monronry. Were you shown any copy at all, any date at 
all, on the record that was going to be included in there? 

Mr. Boppir. No, it was not my concern about the copy. My concern 
was about the record. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bopprr. I was concerned that the record would be authentic. and 
given the assurance that it was, I just approved the exposing of the 
record. 

Senator Monroney. But your whole underst: snding of the publica 
tion came about in a conversation only with Mr. Calloway ? 

Mr. Boppre. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. You had no conversation with Mr. Jonkel or 
other members 4 

Mr. Bopptr. | don’t know them. 

Senator Monronry. What was your understanding of who was to 
pub ish and pay for the pamphlet 4 

Mr. Bopprr. Well, I had no understanding of that: I had no con- 
cern about that. 

Senator Monroney. You were not told that you were 
ble for the publication- 

Mr. Bopprr. Oh, no. 

Senator Monroney (continuing). Or anything? 

\Lr. Boppie. Oh, ho, only just the authorization, if | gave ] 
consent. 

Senator MONRONEY. | see. You did not consider vourself to he 
responsible for it excepting that you endorsed the 
pamphlet ¢ 

Mr. Bonpre. Right, a hundred percent plus. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? rr 
Boddie, you referred to the record. You mean this record down hx 

Mr. Boppre. That is what I mean. 

Senator Henprickson. Had you seen a copy of — record ? 

Mr. Boppre. I had not seen a CcOpy of the record, but I was told that 
it was going to deal with Mr. Tydings’ record as it related to legislative 
matters referring to our racial group. 

Senator Henprickson. That meant this record in here? 

Mr. Boppir. Well I assumed it did. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you see a typewritten copy of this? 

Mr. Boppre. I don’t recall that I saw it at all. 

Senator Monronry. But you generally were pretty familiar with 
the record regarding issues in which your race was concerned ¢ 

Mr. Boppre. That is right; I was. 

Senator Monroney. It was not a matter in which you felt that you 
would like to do a lot of research in? 

Mr. Boppir. I would like the committee to mesg that so far as I am 
personally concerned, being a leader of our race, I did not want to ap- 
proach this blindly, but I had the assurance to feel that this was au- 
thentic and I unequivocally, uncompromisingly, gave my endorsement 
without reservations. 

Senator Henprickson. I assume that you had complete confidence 
in Mr. Calloway ¢ 

Mr. Boppre. Exactly; that is what I am saying, is the idea 
Senator MoNRONEY. Had you worked with Mr. Calloway before 
mn elections ? 

Mr. Boppre. In what connection do you mean ¢ 
Senator Monroney. I mean in other campaigns. 

Mr. Boppre. I had; I had. 

Senator Monronry. I see. Did you have any further questions? 
85670 


to be responsi- 


hy 


‘contents of the 


9 


51——3 








468 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. McDermorr. Did you have anything to do, Reverend, wit: 
the distribution of the pamphlet ! 

Mr. Boppie. No; just the endorsement. 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Reverend, for comi: 
over, and we appreciate having the benefit of you testimony. 

Mr. Boppre. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Counsel will call the next witness. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Marshall Hawks. 

Senator Monronry. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, t 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Hawxs. I do, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Let the record show that a quorum of the co: 
mittee is present. 

Thank you for coming over, Mr. Hawks. We are glad to have y 
with us. 

Mr. Hawks. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF MARSHALL HAWKS 


Mr. McDermorr. Will you speak into the microphone, please. Give 
us your name and address, please. 

Mr. Hawks. Marshall Hawks. My home is Ruxton, Md. My bu 
ness address is 300 East Twenty-second Street in Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your business, Mr. Hawks? 

Mr. Hawks. General advertising agency. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you do work for the John Marshall 
Butler campaign in the recent senatorial election in the State of 
Maryland? 

Mr. Hawks. Yes; in the general election, not in the primary. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, with whom did you deal in con- 
nection with your activities in that campaign ¢ 

Mr. Hawks. Principally with Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. And other personnel at the campaign hi 
quarters ¢ 

Mr. Hawks. The other people in the office that were there. 

Mr. McDernmorr. The regular office personnel ? 

Mr. Hawks. The regular office people. Of course, I met Senat 
Butler, but I can’t say that I had any business dealings with hi 
all. It all came through the headquarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand that your activities were restri 
to the handling of radio and television contracts: is that correct / 

Mr. Hawks. Yes, sir; only radio and television. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You had nothing to do with the literature as} 
of the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Hawks. I had nothing to do with any printed advertisin; 
pamphlets or anything except radio and television. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. I see. Now, you have available with you tls 
morning, Mr. Hawks, a copy of a statement showing the work 
you performed in connection with that campaign, and the moneys 
which you received. 

Mr. Hawks. I have some figures I put together from my record 
to show the gross amounts of the disbursements and the dates 
amount that I received which—would you like—— 
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Mr. McDermorr. Yes, you just refer to it, and then you can later 
introduce it as an exhibit. 

Mr. Hawks. All right, sir. 

Mr. McDermort. As I understand your activity, you arranged for 
radio and television time, and then funds were advanced to you with 
which you paid for that time; is that correct 

Mr. Hawks. That is true. 

Mr. McDermorr, Then on contracts so arranged, both r: adio and 
television, in payment for your services you received a certain com- 
mission: is that correct ? 

Mr. Hawks. Yes. sir. There wasno fee. The radio and television, 
to a recognized agency, is commissionable, and t] iat was my compen- 
sution, Was in the commission from the stations. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that the gross sums that you did receive from 
the John Marshall Butler campaign committee you disbursed in their 
entirety to radio and television stations, is that ‘right ¢ 

Mr. Hawks. There are two ways. Sometimes you disburse it in 
the entirety and they send you a check. I think nearly every time ] 
deducted the commission when I wrote my check to the various sta 
tions, and the figures I have here are the gross amounts, including the 
commission. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. What do your figures show as the gross 
amount which you received from the John Marshall Butler campaign ? 

Mr. Hawks. $10,636.17. 

Senator Henprickson. What was that again? 

Mr. Hawks. $10,636.17. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you, Mr. Hawks, copies of deposit 
slips of the Fidelity Trust Co. in Baltimore for Marshall Hawks Ad- 
vertising Co., which have been identified for the record of this sub- 
committee as exhibit No. 67 a. Can you identify these for us? [ Hand- 

ng documents to witness. | 

Mr. Hawks. Yes, sir. I am sure these all are agency deposit slips. 

Mr. McDermort. Those ; are de posi its of the sums paid to you. How 
were those payments made, by check or in cash? 

Mr. Hawks. Both ways, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And how much of that total payment was a pay- 
nent in cash ¢ 

Mr. Hawks. I would have to get that out of these de ‘posit slips. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you refer to your slips for that purpose. 

Senator Henpric tsi M: ay I ask why you have to refer to the 

leposit slips¢ Is it because you cannot remember ? 

Mr. Hawks. It is because I can’t remember, and the bank in whic] 

deal, you make one copy of the deposit slip and they give you a 

rinted receipt which shows the gross, so my records just show the 

ceipts but don’t show whether they were by check or by cash. 

Senator Henprickson. In other words, you would not want to rely 

your memory ¢ 

Mr. Hawks. No, sir: I cert: nly would not. 

Kvidently there is $1,500 cash deposit on November 6, another on 

he—excuse me. 

Going over this quickly it looks as though there were $2,490 in cash, 

e remainder being by check. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether those checks were checks 
drawn on the John Marshall Butler campaign account and signed 
by Mr. Mundy? 

Mr. Hawks. All of them were, I thought, by Mr. Mundy. I see one 
here by Mr. Abel, which may have been one of those. I really don’t 
remember: that is for $1,500. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now, your deposit slips show—what was 
that figure in cash? 

Mr. Hawks. $2,490. I am sure that I have a record of $2,000—I 
am sure I must have borrowed $10 and deposited $1,990, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, your records do show that you received a 
total of $10,636.17 ? 

Mr. Hawks. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. On the records of the report filed by Mr. Mundy, 
the campaign treasurer of the John Marshall Butler campaign, reflect 
a payment to you in the amount of $5,136.17. Is there any way for 
you to ide ntify the balance of that sum in addition to the cash? You 
sav that vou rece ived one check from Abel for $1,500. 

Mr. Hawks. Well, what is the balance? The check from Abel, 761, 
I don’t know which bank that is, for $1,500, plus in round figures of 
$2,500, would give us $4,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be the approximate difference, that 
is correct. Do you have any further recollection now as to the source 
of those funds or what checks the vy were? 

Mr. Hawks. No, sir. I had thought that all the checks were signed 
by Mr. Mundy, and evidently this one signed by Mr. Abel was in 
- lition. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. And also the $2,490 in cash. 

Mr. Hawks. In cash. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Brecker. No questions. 

Senator Henpricxson. I think I have no questions, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

Senator Monronery. If there are no further questions, thank you 
very much for coming. We appreciate your giving us your testimony. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I now introduce in the record of 
the subcommittee hearing exhibit No. 67, identified by this witness as 
the deposit slips covering his deposits, as credited to the account of 
John Marshall Butler, and exhibit No. 68, which has been identified in 
the record as a copy of a statement showing the gross sums which he 
received from the Butler e¢ ampaign committee for radio and televi- 
sion contracts handled by him during the campaign, prior to the gen- 
eral election on Novembe or 7, 1950, 

Senator Monnoney. Those will be admitted. 

(The documents referred to were received and are on file with the 
committee. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Next is Mr. H. A. Post. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Post, do you solemnly swear to tell the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Posr. I do. 

Senator Monroney, Thank you very much for appearing before 
this committee and giving us the benefit of your testimony. 

The record will show that a quorum of the committee is present. 
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TESTIMONY OF HERBERT A. POST 


 McDermorr. Will you state your name and address, please. 
. Posr. Herbert A. Post, 6712 Summit Avenue, Chevy Chase, 


» McDermorr. What is your occupation, Mr. Post? 
. Post. Superintendent of printing. 

. McDermorr. For whom? 

Post. For the National Republic Publishing Co. 

* McDermorr. And that is here in Washington, D. ¢ 

Mr. Post. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand, Mr. Post, that you did some or 
supervised some printing work for printed materials used in con- 
nection with the recent senatorial campaign of John Marshall Butler 
in the State of Maryland; is that correct ? 

Mr Post. Yes, 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom were you initially requested to do that 
work ? 

Mr. Post. Miss Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall approximately when you were con- 
tacted by her? 

Mr. Post. In the latter part of November—I mean of October. 

Mr. McDermorr, 1950? 

Mr. Posr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And on the occasion of that visit, in what was she 
interested ? 

Mr. Posr. That wasn’t a visit: it was by teleph cone rested in 
prices, for a folder, a four page folder, the dimens ions O if W hi h were 
argumentative, and that was all there wastoit. It was to be on news 
print, an inexpensive job. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did you quote a price on the work about 
which she was interested / 

Mr. Post. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was your next contact with that work or 
what did you do next ? 

Mr. Post. It was for her to give me copy on it. At the time our 
composing room was quite full, so I selected a composition house close 
by our oftice to do up the printing work, that is, set up the type for 
This is the normal procedure when you have rush work to do and 
cannot do it in your own plant without upsetting everything. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. From whom did you receive the copy for 
this piece of literature ? 

Mr. Posr. That was indirect, too. That is, I know that copy was 
received from Miss Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did she bring it to your plant ? 

Mr. Post. She was to have, but had been delayed on her date, and I 
had an appointment, had to leave the office, and I arranged with het 
to take it diree tly to the composition house. 

Mr. McDermorrtr. I see: and after the composition house did the 
composition work on it, then was the pamphlet or the literature printed 
in your plant ? 

Mr. Post. No. There again at the last minute they shortened the 
de: udline on it and I had to arrange to have it done by rotary methods, 
because it was wanted at such a quick time for such a large amount. 
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Mr. McDermorr. I see. How many copies of the literature were 
ordered ? 

Mr. Post. Five hundred thousand. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you check the proof on that piece of literature 
with anyone? 

Mr. Post. Yes. Well, a printed copy was called for, a finished 
printed copy, in the color ink that was requested for the sample of the 
job. In other words, it was to be given to Miss Jean Kerr, and I 
brought it over to her personally. 

Mr. McDermorr. You brought it? Where did you bring it to her? 

Mr. Post. It was—I don’t remember the room number—in the Senate 
Office Building. 

Mr. McDermorr. Isee. Do you know whose office it was? 

Mr. Post. I think it was Senator McCarthy’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a piece of campaign literature 
entitled “A Brief Story of John Marshall Butler” which has been 
identified for the records of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 69. Is 
this the piece of literature to which you are referring [showing docu- 
ment to witness | / 

Mr. Posr. This is the piece. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, when the copies of the 500,000 
copies of that literature were printed, to whom did you deliver them ? 

Mr. Posr. They were not delivered. Arrangements were made that 
they would be picked up at the plant door upon finishing. There was 
quite a problem of folding these, cutting apart, and so forth, so that 
I would be having them ready during the day of Monday and Tues- 
day—let me see—according to my work jackets that would have been 
the 80th and 31st. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Of October 1950? 

Mr. Posr. Of October 1950. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. So they were available for delivery on the 30th 
and 3i1st? 

Mr. Post. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand you do not know by whom they 
were picked up at your plant? 

Mr. Posr. No; I don’t know who picked them up, as they were 
picked up at the front door. Arrangements were made by Miss Jean 
Kerr that a car or truck or something would pick them up. I called 
her and let her know that a certain amount would be ready if she 
wanted to have those then—that they were ready, and I would get 
them down to the front door for her. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Subsequent to and pursuant to that call 
to Miss Kerr, then, someone came and picked up the material as it 
was ready for delivery; is that right? 

Mr. Posr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand in addition to that piece of litera- 
ture that you did some additional work, the printing of a picture post 
card; is that correct ? 

Mr. Posr. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I do not have available a sample of that post 
card, but am I correct in my impression that it was a regulation-sized 
post card with a picture of John Marshall Butler on the front ? 

Mr. Post. Yes. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And a blank space on the reverse side for an 
address and a message; is that correct ? 

Mr. Posr. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many of those did you print? 

Mr. Posr. One hundred thousand was the order. 

Mr. McDermorr. With whom did you deal on that transaction? 

Mr. Post. That again was Miss Jean Kerr; the actual order was 
made by Miss Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. She gave you the order; is that correct ? 

Mr. Posr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. When the cards were printed and ready for de- 
livery, did you advise her? 

Mr. Posr. That was the same sort of a set-up as the leaflet. They 
were to pick them up as they were being finished in the binder y: 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Post, do you have there a copy of your 
ledger sheet showing your charges for the work and the payments 
vhich you received ? 

Mr. Posr. Yes, I do. 

Mr. McDermorr. Referring to that sheet, can you tell us the total 

nount which you received for the work which you did 4 

"Mr. Posr. The total of the two pieces Was $2,174.39. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Now, on what date did you receive your 

first payment toward that work / 

Mr. Posr. On the 6th of November. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what was the amount of that payment? 

Mr. Post. That payment was $1,200. 

Mr. McDermorr. In what form was that payment ? 

Mr. Posr. By checks. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Do you recall how many checks there were ? 

Mr. Posr. Two or three. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall by whom those checks were drawn 
or to whom they were made payable / 

Mr. Posr. No, 1 don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Mr. Posr. I didn’t observe them. 

Mr. McDermorr. But the total of the two or three checks is the 
cure which is reflected on your ledger sheet ? 

Mr. Posr. That is true. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall the circumstances under which you 
received those checks? Do you know who delivered them to you 4 

Mr. Posr. No. I frankly do not recall who did deliver them. It 
seems that it was a short, stocky gentleman that brought them in. 

Mr. McDermorr. 'To whom did you send that bill on that first 
piece of work ¢ 

Mr. Posr. I don’t know as a bill actually went out onthem. You see, 
we don’t bill eal the job is complete, and the job in this case was not 

ntirely completed until after the first of the month, so that they 

uld not actually be billed until the next following month, you see. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, were you doing this—were you doing this 
work—on a credit, regular credit, basis, or did you have some special 

rangement for payment ¢ 

ie Posr. No, I had no special arrangements. It was done in our 

rmal procedure. On new work for any new customer, a third is re- 
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quired down before we go to press. I didn’t say go to composition, 
but before we go to press, and the rem: au r to be pi said upon delivery. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you obtain a third down in this instance? 

Mr. Posr. Yes. Well, this $1.200 would answer that. 

Mr. McDernorr. Allright. Now, what was the next payment that 
you received toward the work which you did? 

Mr. Posr. The next payment was received on November 14 in the 
form of cash which paid the total of the bill, coming to $974.39; that 
was $974.39. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was the payment in cash; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Posr. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know by whom that payment was deliv- 
ered to you? 

Mr. Posr. There again, my mind fails me. These were busy days, 
and it is difficult to recall—I mean all I am trying to do is expedite 
my work as quickly as possible. I don’t recall that gentleman at all or 
whether it was a gentleman or a woman. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Now, your first payment, then, was in two or three checks, and the 
second payment in the amount which you have indicated was a pay- 
nent in cash; is that correct ? 

Mr. Posr. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you, when you received that payment in 
cash, give a receipt to anyone? 

Mr. Posr. Yes; a receipt was made out. 

Mr. McDermorr. In whose favor was that receipt ? 

Mr. Posr. Well, the receipt would be made to the John Butler Cam- 
paign Committee, Lord Baltimore Hotel, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall to whom the receipt was given? 

Mr. Posr. No; I don’t. It was to the gentleman that gave me thi 
cash, 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. That was the gentleman, you then 
ecall, that brought you the cash ? 

Mr. Post. Well, again I will have to—I am sorry, I don’t recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Now, in connection with your work on these two pieces of literature, 
did you have any contact with Mr. Jon Jonkel ? 

Mr. Post. With Mister who? 

Mr. MM Dermorr. Jon Jonkel. 

Mr. Posr. No; I don’t recall the name at all in connection with the 
John Butler campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Did you have any contact with Cornelius P. Mundy who was the 
campaign treasurer? 

Mr. Posr. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether any of the checks you 
received were checks drawn by Mr. Mundy ? 

Mr. Posr. No; I don’t recall any checks drawn by that name. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

The only person with whom you deal or the principal person witli 
whom vou dealt in connection with this work which vou did was Mi 
Jean Kerr: is that correct ? 

Mr. Posr. That Is correct 4 
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Mr. McDermorr. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. I have one question. 

What were the dates that you completed the work—pamphlets and 
the cards / 

Mr. Post. The work on the flier or fom page leaflet Was begun on 
October 26, and was completed on October 31. 

Mr. Becker. Would that be when delivery was made? 

Mr. Post. Point of delivery was made at that time. The work on 


4 


the picture post ecards was begun on October 31: 1 have my jacket 
dated October ole I do beheve—]I never make out my jackets until 
some ground work has been done, when I have engraving work to be 
done, so I would say that I was contacted at least the day before, 
and put the job to work on, say, the 30th of October. I would wait 


tor the engraving plate Lo come bac k from the engraver betore | 
would make ‘out our own work jacket of actual work to be done in the 
office. 

The work was completed on November 2, and th: Vi the last 
pickup date. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions, Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Henprickson, IT have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. McDermorr, Just one moment, Mr. Chairman. 

The record shows that the sworn report of Cornelius P. Mundy, 
campaign treasurer of the John Marshall Butler ¢ ‘ampaign Commit- 
tee reflects no pavirrents to National Republic Publish ne Co. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any further questions 4 

Mr. McDermorr. [ have no further questions 

Senator SMiru. Mr. Chairman ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

senator SMITH. When Miss Kerr made arrangements for the 
ing, did she discuss the down payment with you ¢ 

Mr. Posr, I don't believe SO, although it is Ni normal habj 
up down payment with all hew customers 
who it is. 

Senator Smiru. I wondered if she gave . 

Mr. Posr. We have learned bitterly about tha 

Senator Surry. Especially in campaigns. 

Mir. Posr. No, I ean't Say espe lally in campaigns } ho, | am SOrry 5 
I can’t agree with you there. 

Senator Smrriun. Did she give you any assurance as to the payment 
of the down payment ¢ 

Mr. Post. Yes. She said that we would be paid in complete, that 
s, complete at the finish of the campaign work. 

Senator Smire. But you spoke of a third, requiring a third down 

iment of a 81,200 check. Did you talk that over with her? 

Mr. Posrv. Not the S1VOO amount: that was purely on her part 

tirely. | told her a third ot the job; | didn’t mention any f) 
| Was merely elving her the bid figure, and she could easily take one- 


rd of that and deposit that amount with us. Before the work 70es 


ures, 


“y 


n the presses, we always—I service the proof to them first, that 


omposition work has to be done ahead of time, and then before we 
- 
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start running on the presses, I ask them to please give me a third at 
that time, at which case it lake like it seems to come out that way in 
this case. 

Senator Smiru. So you start the job and do not get the third pay- 
ment, third part of the payment, down until you show the proof ¢ 

Mr. Posr. That is true. 

Senator Smrru. Did the person who brought the cash to you indi- 
cate whom he was representing ¢ 

Mr. Posr. I don’t believe so; I couldn’t recall that, I am sure; I 
don’t believe so. 

Senator Smiri. Did he mention Miss Kerr at all? 

Mr. Posr. I think her name was mentioned, yes. 

Senator Satrru. You just assumed that he was representing her? 

Mr. Posr. I did, that is true. 

Senator Smirxa. Miss Kerr did not bring the money to you? 

Mr. Posr. I don’t believe she did; I don’t believe she did. Why ] 
am in question about this is because 7 Was in conversation with her a 
number of times during the two jobs, and she mentioned it on her own 
volition that she was coming over with some, but I don’t believe she 
actually reached the office. 

Senator Smirx. Did she ever come to the office? 

Mr. Post. Yes, she came once; I was out. I told her I would be out, 
to bring the original copy in the beginning, that I was turning over 
to the composition house, whoever was doing the setting. 

Senator SmrrH. But she gave you no money 4 

Mr. Posr. That I can recall, she gave me no money, that is right. 

Senator Monronry. You had never met Senator Butler? 

Mr. Posr. No, 1 had never met him and still haven’t. 

Senator Monroney. Nor Mr. Jon Jonkel ? 

Mr. Post. No. 

Senator Monroney. You had no conversation with him? 

Mr. Posr. Not that I recall. I don’t know 

Senator Monronry. Or Mrs. VanDyke, who was his assistant 
the campaign office ? 

Mr. P OST. No. 

Senator Monronry. Or with Mr. Mundy ? 

Mr. Posr. I can’t recall that I have. I mean those names, I don't 
recall them at all. 

Senator Monroney. And you assumed that the responsibility for 
the full bill would be in Miss Kerr’s hands 

Mr. Post. Yes, as the agent of the John Butler Campaign Com- 
mittee. 

Senator Monroney. Did she say she was an agent for the 

Mr. Posr. No, she didn’t. That was to whom I was billing the 
work. 

Senator Monroney. To the John Butler Campaign Committee ’ 

Mr. Post. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. But you had, since you had contracted for t! 
printing, felt the first responsibility for collection was from her? 

Mr. Posr. That is true. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Post, are these post cards you referred 
to the same cards for which a certain Mr. Fedder assumed responsi- 
bility for delivery ? 
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Mr. Posr. That I wouldn’t know. I mean, I had no contacts with 
anyone other than whom I have spoken of. I met none of the people 
who made the pick-ups. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask counsel whether 
we have a copy of this post card for the record ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. I do not have one in the files now. I have seen 
one previously and it was on the basis of that earlier observation that 
I described it to Mr. Post, and we may be able to locate one. I was 
unable to locate it this morning. 

Senator Henperickson. Do you have any of these cards left in 
stock, Mr. Post? 

Mr. Posr. I would have presumably one in my jacket, the work 
“Jacket.” 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be fine if you have one. 

Senator Henprickson. Let us have one for the record. 

Senator Smiru. That was the one that was plain ¢ 

(Senator Hennings is now present. ) 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman, could we have this marked 
as an exhibit number? 

Senator Monronry. We can have that marked. Can we have that, 
Mr. Post? 

Mr. Pi IST. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. That will be exhibit No. 70, Mr. Chairman. 

(The document referred to marked “Exhibit No. 70” may be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. On this, you printed the cut on the reverse side, 
did you? 

Mr. Post. That is true. 

Senator Monroney. It is a very good job. 

Mr. Post. Thank you. ‘That was produced in 2 days’ time, I might 
add. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have just one further question, Mr. Post, and 
that is with reference to this post card, exhibit 70, did you make ar- 
rangements for the addressing of aek'ot Dies cards ? 

Mr. Post. No. I didn’t make arrangements for the addressing of 
the cards. Miss Jean Kerr had called me and asked me if I knew 
of anybody that could help addressing the cards, and I said, “Well, 
I could give you some names who we keep on our list.” 

Mr. McDermorr. And was one of the names that you recommended 
: Miss Kerr, in answer to that inquiry, Mrs. Phyllis Hendrick, East 

Capitol Addressing ? 

Mr. Post. It was East. Capitol Addressing, and it was Mrs. Hen- 
drick. I don’t know her as Phyllis, though. 

Mr. McDernorr. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Henninos. I have just come in, and I do not think the 
questions I would ask would be of much value. 

What is the name of your company ? 

Mr. Post. National Re »public P ublishing Co. 

Senator Henninos. That is a private corporation, I take it? You 
serve all the public generally ? 

Mr. Post. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker, do you have any further questions? 

Mr. Becker. No further questions. 
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Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Post, for coming 
before us and making your testimony available. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Phyllis E. Hendrick. 

Senator Monronry. Would you state your name, please ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Phyllis E. Hendrick. 

Senator Monronry. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Henpricks. I do. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you very much, Mrs. Hendrick for com- 
ing before the committee and giving us the advantage of your testi- 
mony. Counsel will proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF PHYLLIS E. HENDRICK 


Mr. McDermorr, Will you speak into the microphone, please, so 
that we can all hear you. Will you give us your name of address. 
Mrs. Henprick. Phyllis E. Hendrick, 715 East Capitol Street. 

Mr. McDernmorr. That is Washington, D. C.? 

Mrs. Henprick. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you, in partnership with Mrs. Elizabeth Bat- 
man, operate the business known as East Capitol Addressing at 715 
East Capitol Street, Washington ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes, we do. 

Mr. McDermorr, I understand that you did, your company or your 
firm did some work in connection with the recent senatorial campaign 
of John Marshall Butler, is that correct ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes, we did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who arranged for your services in connection 
with that campaign ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Well, Mr. Post from the National Republic Pub- 
lishing Co. called me on a Saturday, and it was not the Saturday be- 
fore the Tuesday of the election, but the Saturday previous to that, 
and 

Senator Henprickxson. Two weeks before ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes; it was in October, the last part of October; 
and he asked me if I was equipped to handle in the neighborhood 
of a hundred and fifty or two hundred thousand post cards in address- 
ing in Jonghand, and I said, “Yes,” I thought I could if they could get 
the material to me in time because it was awfully short notice to get 
them in the mail before the election. 

So he said—well, all he wanted to know was if I could handle it 
before he referred me to somebody to do the work, because I had con- 
tacted him previously and done a little odd jobs for other firm 
through him, although I had never met Mr. Post himself, and so he 
said that somebody would call me about it if they were interested in 
my doing the addressing. 

Mr. McDermort. Were you subsequently called by someone? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes, I was on Sunday, I believe, when Mr. Post 
told me Miss Kerr would contact me. But on Sunday afternoon— 
and I am not sure whether it was Mr. Lee or Mrs. Lee—called to see 
if I was interested in doing the work, and I said, “Yes,” that I would, if 
thev could get the material to me in time. 

Mr, McDermorr. And the work which you were to do consisted of 
arranging for the addressing of this post card which has been iden- 
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tified by Mr. Post as exhibit No. 70, and the writing of a handwritten 
message on that card ¢ 

Mrs. Henpricx. Yes, but that was not the post card that we started 
out with. We got post cards which were delivered to us and Mr. Post, 
I understand, finished the printing work of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. But the first post cards on which you worked, if 
not this one, were some similar to that ? 

Mrs. Henprick. It was exactly the same thing except it did not 
have the white border on the edge of it. 

Mr. McDernmorr. It was in all other respects the same type of card 
with a blank on the reverse side ? 

Mrs. Henprick. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you “subsequently arrange with other people 
to address these cards and write the message on them 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes, I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you tell us the total number of cards that were 
addressed and on which the message was written, under your super- 
vision ? 

Mrs. Henprick. We did 127,726. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And as these post cards were addressed, to 
whom did you deliver them or by whom were they picked up? 

Mrs. Henprick. Well, they were picked up by Mrs. Lee or Mrs. 
Lee’s husband. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Who furnished you with the list of names 
and addresses that were used in addressing these cards? 

Mrs. Henprick. Well, the same again, Mr. or Mrs. Lee. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. or Mrs. Lee. 

Can you tell us the total payment that you received for that work? 

Mrs. Henprick. I received $16 a thousand for the first 100,000, and 
$14 a thousand for every thousand after that. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Without taking time to compute that now. 
you were paid a total payment based on those rates for 127,726 ad- 
dressed cards, is that right ? 

Mrs. Henprick. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. In what manner were those payments made to 
you? Was that by check or in cash? 

Mrs. Henprick. That was by check; they were signed by Mrs. 
Rex Lee. , 

Mr. McDermorr. Those payments 

Mrs. Henprick. Not Mrs., just Rex Lee. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those were checks signed by Rex Lee. Were 
there one or more checks / 

Mrs. Henprick. Several checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. And delivered to you at several different times? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes. The way we based that was they would pick 
up one day what I had ready to turn in, and then the next day Mrs. 
= would come in around in the evening, and she would give me a 

heck for what had been picked up the previous day. 

Mr. McDermorrt. That was a check payable to you, and it was signed 
by Rex Lee, is that correct ? 

Mrs, Henprick. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were all of the payments which you received in 
the same manner? 

Mrs. Henprick. That is right. 
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Mr. McDrrmorr, And those checks were delivered to you by Mrs. 
Lee 

Mrs. Henpricr. Yes, sir. I will tell you, after I completed the 
work, I was adding up my totals and I noticed that I had forgotten 
to bill them for 19,000 of the post cards and I called her at home, 
and on Monday, the day before the election was the last check I 
received. 

Mr. McDernorr. I see. 

Mrs. Henprick. It was for the aniount of 19,200 and some. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand correctly that your only contact 
in connection with the work which your company did was with Mr. 
and Mrs. Lee? 

Mrs. Henpricx. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. Just two questions, sir. 

How long did you work on addressing these post cards? 

Mrs. Henprick. We started on Monday morning and we finished 
the following Saturday morning. 

Mr. Becker. How many cards did you address ¢ 

Mrs. Henprick. 127,000, 

Mr. Becker. How many workers did you have? 

Mrs. Henpricx. I don’t know. I could not possibly tell you how 
many I had. The word seemed to travel all over the town that I was 
doing the work and friends of friends called me, “Can I get some 
post cards” and everybody—I just don’t know where they all came 
from, and it was to be addressed on longhand; and it was a hard job 
because it took so much time writing all the information on it, and 
the people thought, well, that was a chance to make a lot of money 
I suppose, and that is the reason they all called me to see if they could 
get post cards to address; and I actually don’t know how many people 
worked on it. I had different groups. I would take post cards to 
them and they would hand them back to me addressed, and I don’t 
know how many worked for me. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much. 

Senator Monronery. Any further questions, Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Henprickson. No questions. 

Senator Smiru. No questions. 

Senator Henninos. No questions, 

Senator Monroney. You mentioned a message. Was that a hand 
written message for each individual card ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. That the workers would address, they would 
inscribe on the message part ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes. On one side—my charge was based at tlie 
rate of $8 for each side, $8 for the addressing side, and $8 for thie 
message side. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Mrs. Henprickx. And the message read, “Dear Mr. and Mrs. So- 
and-So,” and we got the names out of the telephone directory, and it 
said, “I shall be deeply grateful for your vote on Tuesday,” and it was 
signed “John M. Butler.” 
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Senator Monronry. I see. Who furnished or told you what tele- 
phone directories to use ¢ 

Mrs. Henprick. Mr. and Mrs. Lee. 

Senator Monronry. Who? 

Mrs. Henprick. Mr. and Mrs. Lee. 

Senator Monroney. I see. Who brought the postal cards to your 
plant for the addressing ¢ 

Mrs, Henprick. Mr. and Mrs. Lee. They would take turns in bring- 
ing them in and I suppose friends who were working with them, but 
my main contacts were with Mr. Lee on the delivery and Mrs. Lee 
made me the checks on——— 

Senator Monroney. On the payments? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. I see. You addressed no cards after Saturday 
before the election, on Tuesday ¢ 

Mrs. Henprick. No; I did not. 

Senator Monronry. Did you turn back to them unaddressed cards 
at that time ? 

Mrs. Henprick. Yes: I did. 

Senator Monroney. Do you know how many 4 

Mrs. Henprick. Oh, there were quite a few because we were sup- 
posed to have all the material the first part of the week. They asked 
me if I could do one hundred and fifty or two hundred thousand and 
I said, “Yes,” but by Tuesday the printer had not given them enough 
material to hand out and consequently I knew that I would not be 
able to do the full amount of the post cards, because I wasn’t getting 
the material, and in the last part of the week I understand Mr. Post 
started to do the post cards and I had plenty of cards then, but I just 
could not get anybody e ‘Ise to do it. 

Senator Monroney. In other words, they came too late for you to 
put your staff on to get them all successfully addressed ? 

Mrs. Henprick. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. How many—what is your estimate of the num 
ber of cards that you returned to them? I mean, vou are used to 
handling cards in thousands of bunches. 

Mrs. Henprick. Not in post cards. In fact, that is the largest 
hand-addressing job I have ever done, and it was kind of a mix-up, 
too; but I would say I turned back to them just roughly in the neigh- 
horfieod of 50000. ms Ly be 60.000 ecards. 

Senator Monroney. Fifty or sixty thousand cards were turned 
back; and what was the date that they were turned back, the Saturday 
he fore / 

Mrs. Henprick. Some of them were picked up on Saturday and 
I think they had too much of a load in the cars, so they came back on 
Sunday and picked the rest of them up. 

Senator Monroney. Picked the rest of them up Saturday and Sun- 
day? By “they” whom do you refer to? 

Mrs. Henprick. Mr. and Mrs. Lee. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. and Mrs, Lee; and that was the only deal- 
ing you had with the organization ‘ 

Mrs. Henprick. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. And the checks were all signed “Rex Lee” for 
which you received payment; and when the mistake of 19,000 cards 
was made, why, they were corrected, and you collected for that? 
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Mrs. Henprick. I called Mrs. Lee, and Mr. Lee brought it over to 
me Monday morning. 

Senator MoNRONE y. Those are all the questions I have. Do you 
have any further questions ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you very much, Mrs. Hendrick 

Counsel will call our next witness. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Wilma E. Lee. 

Senator Monroney. State your name, please. 

Mrs. Ler. Wilma FE. Lee. 

Senator maRON RE. Do you solemn ly swear to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so he ‘Ip you God ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. I do. 

Senator MonRONEY. Thank you very much for coming before 
the committee and giving us the advantage of your testimony. 

The record will show a quorum of the committee is present. 


TESTIMONY OF WILMA E. LEE 


Mr. McDermorr. Will you give us your name and address, please, 

Mrs. Ler. Wilma E. Lee, 3147 Westover Drive SE. 

Mr. Me Drermorr. Washington, »D, ©.F 

Mrs. Lee. Washington, D. C., [am sorry. 

Mr. McDermorr. If you wish to pull that microphone over to you, 
we will hear you better. 

What is your husband’s name, Mrs. Lee? 

Mrs. Ler. Robert E. Lee. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what is your husband’s present employment? 

Mrs. Ler. He works doing research wor k for the Republican mem- 
bers of the House Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Was he so employed in October and No- 
vember 19504 

Mrs. LEE. Yes, he was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know Mr. Jon M. Jonkel? 

Mrs. Ler. I have met him: ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall when you first met him? 

Mrs. Ler. It was some time prey ious to the elect ion: I don’t remem- 
ber just when it was. 

Mr. McDermorr. It would be some time prior to November 7, 1950? 

Mrs. Ler. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall where you first met him or under 
what circumstances / 

Mrs. Li E. | met him at Miss Jean Kerr’s home, and it was socially, 

Mr. McDermorr. That was here in Washington ? 

Mrs. Li E. Hiere in Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time had you taken or were you taking 
any active part in the campaign of John Marshall Butler / 

Mrs. Ler. No. That was before as I recall: it was before I started 
this project. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Yes. And at that time you were and you still 
are a resident of the District of Columbia, is that right? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you ever been a resident of the State of 
Maryland ? 
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Mrs. Ler. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. On the occasion after your first meeting him, 
meeting Mr. Jonkel, did you then become active in the campaign of 
John Marshall Butler 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, I did. 

Mr. McDermort. In that connection did you have occasion 
ceive any funds from Mr. Jonkel ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. What funds did you receive from him ? 

Mrs. Ler. I received—one 85.000 check and one $1,000 check. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a photo copy of a check drawn 
on the Manufacturers N: itional Bank of Detroit. dated October ol), 
1950, check No. oS4, payable to the Butler for Senator Club in the 
amount of $5,000, drawn by Alvin M. Bentley; on the reverse side 
of the check in typewriting is the words: 

Pay to Rex Lee, Butler for Senator Club, by Jon M. Jonkel, Suite 488, Lord 
Baltimore Hotel, Baltimore, Md. 

There is then the signature of Jon M. Jonkel and the written words 
“Wilma E. Lee,” and beneath that “Rex Lee.” I now hand you this 
check. Can you identify that as the $5,000 check you state you re- 
ceived from Mr. Jonkel? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, sir; that is the check. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you recall approximately when you re- 
ceived that check ? 

Mrs. Ler. I am not just really sure of the correct date. It was on 
a Saturday ora Sunday, ”» weeks before the election. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Now, was that check given to you here in 
Washington, or was it given to you in Baltimore / 

Mrs. Ler. It was given to my husband, and he gave it to me. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when you received that check, what did you 
do with it ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. I took it down to the National Capital Bank for osit 

Mr. McDermorr. The National Capital Bank in Was rs ee 

Mrs. Ler. In Washington; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you use that check to open an account at that 
bank? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, I did. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Do you maintain your own personal account 
that bank 2 

Mrs. Ler. They carry our mortgage on the house. 

Mr. McDermorr. They carry a mortgage on your home? 

Mrs. Ler. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have no personal account at that bank? 

Mrs. Ler. No. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Now, did you subsequently—I believe you indi- 
cated 2 moment ago that you subsequently received other checks from 
Mr. Jonkel, is that correct @ 

Mrs. Ler. Another check—one check. 

Mr. McDermortr. And in what amount was that ? 

Mrs. Ler. $1,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could that have been two checks, Mrs. Lee? 

Mrs. Ler. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a photo copy of a check which 
has been identified for the record of this subcommittee as exhibit No 
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72. Itisa check dated October 13, 1950, No. 3590, drawn on the Second 
National Bank of Houston, Tex., payable to the Butler Campaign 
Committee in the a of $500, drawn by Douglas B. Marshall, 
seventeenth floor, City National Bank Building. The endorsement 
on the reverse side of that check says that it was paid to Rex Lee for 
addressing and postage on post cards, John Marshall Butler Cam- 
paign Committee, by Jon M. Jonkel, and it shows it being credited 
to the account of Rex Lee, the National Capital Bank of Washington. 
Can you identify this check for us [handing document to witness | ? 
Mrs. Lee. Well—— 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever receive that check from Mr. Jonkel? 
Mrs. Ler. Well, I must have. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, I now hand you a check which has 
been marked for identification as exhibit No. 73 
Mrs. Ler. I just don’t remember that check. 

Mr. McDermorr. I hand you a check which is marked as exhibit 
No. 73. This check is drawn on the gone National Bank of Owatonna, 
Minn., dated November 1, 1950, No. 1318, in the amount of $500, pay- 
able to the treasurer, Butler campaign committee, drawn by Daniel G. 
Gainey, of Ottawa, Minn. 

The endorsement on this check in typewriting reads: 





Payable to Rex Lee for addressing and postage on post cards, John M, Butler 
campaign committee, by Jon M, Jonkel. 

Then it is shown that it is credited to the ammount of Rex Lee. 
Do you recognize this check ? 

Mrs. Ler. No, I tell you, this last thousand dollars that I deposited 
in the bank; at that point in the campaign I was very harassed as 
to time. 

I was running my home, and using my home as headquarters for 
this project, and time was of the essence, and I was dashing madly 
all around the town. As to the bank, I used the National “Capit: al 
Bank because of its proximity to my home, and I had remembered, 
I thought, that it was a thousand-dollar one, a thousand-dollar check, 
but this apparently is right [indicating]. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Well, 1 don’t mean to dispute you on that. 
The total of those checks is $1,000. 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, $1,000, I did de posit the thousand dollars. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. And those, as you identify them, in view 
of the stamp which appears on the reverse side of the checks, appar- 
ently represent the $1,000 to which you refer. 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, apparently. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any additional deposit to your 
account ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. No, the total deposit in the account was $6,000. That 
I know. 

Mr. McDermort. And that, then, was represented by those three 
checks about which we have been talking, which have been identified 
as exhibits 71, 72, and 73? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do you recall the circumstances of the re 
ceipt of those two checks in the amount of $500? Were they also 
delivered to your husband by Mr. Jonkel, or to ‘you! 











MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 485 


Mrs. Lee. They were brought to me from the campaign headquar- 
ters, the thousand dollars was brought to me from campaign head- 
quarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. In Baltimore ? 

Mrs. Ler. In Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who brought those to you, do you know? 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t just rec all. It could have been one of several 
people that were doing liaison work between my home and Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you received those three checks, what in- 
structions did you receive with reference to them ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. Well, no specific instructions other than that they were 
part of the funds to be used for the post card project, for the writing 
and the stamping, and stamps, and things of that nature, and expense 
money. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you then took the checks to this bank and 
opened an account with them, is that right ? 

Mrs. Ler. I opened the account with the $5,000 check. I did not 
get the thousand-dollar contribution until later, much later. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, the account which you ope ned, and the de- 
posit stamp on those checks is in the name of Rex Lee / 

Mrs. Ler. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand that you are also known as Rex Lee, 
is that correct ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. I am more generally known as Rex Lee. I have kept 
that Wilma a secret for a long time. I don’t especially care for the 
name, and I have grown up with “Rex” Lee from the first grade on. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Now, what disbursements did you make from 
this account which you opened with these three drafts? 

Mrs. Ler. Well, I would not want to say just the specific disburse- 
ments. I paid Mrs. Hendrick for her work. I paid for stamps, ex- 
pense money, gasoline, and things, going back and forth from Balti- 
more, and I had hundreds of friends and workers all over Wash- 
ington, besides Mrs. Hendrick, doing these cards. We were trying 
to get out as many as possible, of course, and we had originally thought 
it would be maybe 300,000, and then if we could get more, we would, 
but it turned out to be a lower project than I had anticipated. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you what has been marked as exhibit 
No. 4 a2 gene copy of the deposits, covering the two deposits to your 
account to which you have referred, and ‘also a copy of the ledger 
sheet of the National Capital Bank on your account. 

Now, if you will refer to that record of the withdrawals, on the left- 
hand side of that ledger sheet, Mrs. Lee, does that refresh your re- 
collection any as to the disbursements made ? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes; I think it probably will. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you explain those to us, then ? 

Mrs. Ler. The first one for $1.69, as I recall, that was a charge for 
a telegram, or I imagine it would be a telegram to the bank in Detroit, 
clearing the original check. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be clearing the Bentley check, which 
isexhibit 71? 

Mrs. Lee. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 
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Mrs. Ler. The $400, I believe, was cash that I withdrew right away 
for incidental expenses, or whatever we might need it for, because it 
was ona week end. 

Mr. McDermorr. What would be the nature of those incidental 
expenses 4 Would that be postage and—— 

Mrs. Ler. Well, we didn’t know, we thought that we might need 
stamps and gasoline back and forth. These people—I had no time 
to go to Baltimore for all these errands. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Mrs. Ler. And the 85.81. as I recall, was another charge that the 
National Capital Bank made for telegrams and telephone calls, con- 
firming this check, clearing the check. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Mrs. Ler. The $231.75, and the $623.46, I think those were probably 
checks to Mrs. Hendrick. 

And the one for 81,006, I beheve that was for stamps at the Na- 
tional Republican Committee, they were doing the stamping. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom would that check have been drawn, in 
whose favor ? 

Mrs. Ler. That was made to cash. 

Mr. McDermorr. To cash ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. Yes: as I recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mrs. Ler. The $1,097. I believe that was a check that I closed the 
account with. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, what became of that? 

Mrs. Ler. Well, that was turned over to—I don’t recall just whom, 
because we had several people coming in all the time, taking these 
things back and forth. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who were those people, Mrs. Lee? 

Mrs. Ler. Don Surine was one. 

Mr. McDermorr. Don Surine? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else? 

Mrs. Ler. And Ewell More. 

Mr. McDerMorr. Ewell More? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes; and I just don’t recall who else. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mrs. Ler. No: Miss Jean Kerr did not enter into this part of it. 

The $1.000 cheek, I don’t remember. That probably was for stamps 
again. IT just don’t recall what that was for. As T recall, it was drawn 
to cash, but IT could not say definitely. 

The $108.85, IT assume, I think that probably was one for Mrs. 
Hendrick, any of these with the odd amounts. 

The one for $268.86 was also, I think, one for Mrs. Hendrick. 

The $115 check was for a Mr. Fedder in Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. The $115 was to Mr. Fedder ? 

Mrs. Ler. That is right. 

The $111.27, I think, was Mrs. Hendrick. The $400, I think, that 
was for cash that we—TI will have to explain that in the first place. 
I had thought that all of these people that I had writing, I would 
just pay by cash, but the project assumed such proportions in the 
number of people that were doing it, that maybe one person would 
do 100, and come back, and it just was not expedient to be writing 
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checks that way, and I was not always there, so we decided then 
after the account was opened that it would be best to pay by cash, 
and I think that was the thousand check, and also this $400 check 
was cash which I withdrew to pay all of these different people that 
T had. 

And the $629.98, I believe was for Mrs. Hendrick again. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does that represent all of the withdrawals then ? 

Mrs. Ler. I believe I have covered them all. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do | understand correctly, Mrs. Lee, that 
with the exception of the checks that would have been made payable 
to Mrs. Hendrick, and the $115 check which had been made payable 
to Mr. Fedder, all other checks drawn on that account were payable 
to cash:-is that right ? 

Mrs. Ler. As I reeall. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall making any of those other checks 
pavable to any specific payee ? . 

Mrs. Ler. No: I don’t. 

Mr. Mc Drermorr. How did you happen to—al who e request a d 
you make a check payable to Mr. Fedder for S115? 

Mrs. Ler. That was again because of the project kind of slumping 
down toward the end there, and it looked like we were not FOoOlIng to 
get out quite so many as we originally had anticipated. 

Mr. Fedder had said, as I understand, he had said that he could 
do, I believe, around 50,000 ecards right quick, and get them in the mail 
night away. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you talk to Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. No, I had no contact with him. 

Mr. Me Di ruorr. From whom did you understai that he s ud hat ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. One of these people who was comll ge to ny house, I don’t 
know whether it was Mr. Surine or Miss Kerr—well, she was not 


1 + #7 


oming to the house, but [ did have telephone conversitions With her 
—I do not recall just who asked me about that. 
Mr. McDermorr. But somebody suggested that Mr. 


cong to handle some of these ( ards? 
Mrs. Ler. Yes. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did that same person tell yo 
pavable to him in the amount of $115? 
Mrs. Ler. That, as I understood, was the payn 
for the work that he did. 
Mr. McDermorr. You don’t recall whether those i 
given to you by Mr. Surine or Mr. Moore ? 
Mrs. Ler. No, no, I do not. 
Mr. McDermorr. But you knew it was one of them ? 
Mrs. Ler. It might have been Miss Kerr. I just don’t remember. 
Mr. Me Drermorr. suit it would have been one ot the three, is that 
right? 
Mrs. Ler. Well, no, I wouldn’t say that, bee 
ral people—— 
Mr. McDermorr. Who else then. Mrs. Lee? Who else 
to in connection with this activity ? 
Mrs. Ler. Well, my husband, I mean, he was also helpin 
3 
his. 
Mr. McDermorr. Isee. Did he have occasion to go back and fort 
to Baltimore ? 
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Mrs. Ler. He was there. How many times, I don’t know. I think 
possibly once or twice. I just don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was he working with Mr. Surine? 

Mrs. Ler. He was helping me in Washington. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. All right, then, when was that account 
opened, according to the ledger sheet, your first deposit ? 

Mrs. Ler. According to this sheet it was October 31, 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. 1950? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when was the account closed ? 

Mrs. Ler. The date is not very clear here. November, I don’t know 
if that is the 14th or—it is written over, I am sorry, I do not remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. November 14, 1954, is that what it appears to be? 

Mrs. Lex. It could be the 11th. I cannot tell. 

Mr. McDermorr. It would be either the 11th of October or 14th of 
October, or within a week after the election, is that right? 

Mrs. Ler. It is not very clear on here. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. When you close the account, since a lot of 
these checks were in odd amounts, I assume that at the time the account 
was closed there was some balance remaining in it, is that correct? 

Mrs. Lee. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you recall or can you tell from the ledger 
sheet how much that balance was? 

Mrs. Ler. I cannot tell from this, but as I recall, it was the $1,097.33 
check. 

Mr. McDermott. Now, since that check was drawn incidental to the 
closing of that account, do you recall then what you did with that 
check? 

Mrs. Ler. That was turned over to, I assume it was taken to, the 
Butler headquarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, to whom did you turn it over? 

Mrs. Lee. To one of the people I mentioned before, either Mr. 
Surine, Mr. Moore, or Mr. Kiermas, I don’t know. There were three 
or four. 

Mr. McDermort. I see. You did not mention Mr. Kiermas pre 
viously. Did you also have occasion to deal with Mr. Ray Kiermas 
on this transaction ? 

Mrs. Ler. He was in and out. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you deal with Mr. George Nilles? 

Mrs. Ler. I am sorry, but I don’t know Mr. Nilles at all. 

Mr. McDermorr. You gave that check to one of those persons you 
have mentioned, and that was the last you know of that; is that right ’ 

Mrs. Ler. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you received from the bank, since that 
account was closed, the canceled checks ? 

Mrs. Lez. Yes; I did get them after; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do- you happen to recall what the endorsement 
was on that final check, by whom it was endorsed 

Mrs. Lee. I am sorry. I did not pay any attention to the check: 
afterward. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with this activity, to whom did you 
make an accounting, or did you render an accounting of these funds 
to anyone? 
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Mrs. Ler. Yes. I kept a very complete record, and that was also 
turned over to one of those people, and I do not recall just which one 
1t was. 

Mr. McDermorr. You turned it over to one of those people whom 
you have mentioned ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. That is right. 

Mr. McDermort. In that accounting you showed what moneys were 
expended, and for what purpose: is that correct ? 

Mrs. Ler. And to whom; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, was this work which you did in this trans- 
action, which you have explained to us, at the request of Mr. Jonkel # 

Mrs. Ler. No. My husband asked me. He said that they were 
working on a card project at the Butler headquarters in Baltimore, and 
they were having trouble trying to get it done, and that they were not 
getting out, and we were concerned about the mailings, and getting 
them in the mail on time. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did your husband become active? Was 
that prior to meeting Mr. Jonkel at Miss Kerr’s home ? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was subsequent ? 

Mrs. Ler. I believe it ‘was after, yes; I am pretty sure it was after. 

Mr. McDernorrt. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mrs. Lee, during the last campaign did your husband receive a leave 
of absence during the course of the campaign ? 

Mrs. Lee. I believe he asked Mr. Taber—— 

Mr. Becker. Congressman Taber ? 

Mrs. Ler. Congressman Taber, I beg your pardon, Congressman 
Taber. 

Mr. Becker. He is the chairman of the committee ? 

Mrs. Ler. He is the minority member. 

Mr. Becker. He is a minority member of the committee? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes; of the House Appropriations Committee; that is 
right. 

Mr. Becker. And your husband works for that committee ¢ 

Mrs. Lee. For that committee; that is right. 

Senator Monronry. Pardon me, but would you mind speaking up 
just a little bit closer to the microphone? The press are having a little 
trouble hearing you, and the committee members, too. 

Mrs. Ler. Certainly. 

Mr. Becker. Mrs. Lee, you were in charge of this post-card project, 
were you! 

Mrs. Les. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And was that your first experience in a political proj- 
ect of that kind? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, sir 

Mr. Becker. And to consummate the work in that project you re- 
ceived help from a great many sources, didn’t you? 

Mrs. Ler. That is true. 

Mr. Becker. Would you just tell us a few of the sources and the 
number of volunteers you were able to get to work on this project ? 

Mrs. Ler. I could not tell you the exact number, I had hundreds 
of people in Washington, I had church groups, and my friends, all my 
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neighbors. There were many people at the Republican National Com- 
mittee working on it, volunteers, and T just couldn’t say how many 
people were working. I had hundreds of people working on it. 

Mr. Brewer. You were in contact with the Republican National 
Committee / 

Mrs. Ler. Yes. 

Mr. Becxer. And they furnished a number of volunteers ¢ 

Mrs. I 4EF. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Becker. And vo u turned the stamping over to them? 

Mrs. Ler. They did the stamping. 

Mr. Becker. And you reimbursed the committee for the stamps 
use, IS that correct 4 

Mrs. LER. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say that about 50 or 60 percent of the work 
il addressing these eards wa done . by volunteers | 1) the di strict é 

Mrs. Ler. Well. a great man Vv were volunteers. Some of my —. 
bors. SOTne of these ft iends were dou oO them for a penny it eard, th 
I was paving those people one cent a card for. ‘There were ae 

any volunteers. Some of the people at the Republican National 


Committee were doing it just for expenses, some absolutely on a vol 


neg were you working on this post-ci rd project 
ire oar hi [ recall, it started about 10 days previous to election 


day, and it Was very slow at first, because we had trouble vetting the 
cards; they were slow in coming, and we had thought that we would 
get them in the mail by Wednesday or Thursday before election. 
Then we found out that it was Repamibte to get between 300,000 and 
100,000 cards out by that time, SO We ust kept Ol} working, doing as 
many as we possibly ‘ould. 


Mr. Becker. On the week end before election, there were a number 
of ecaras still w addressed : is that correct 


Mh . LEE. That Is rieht. 


Mr. Becker. And there were attempts made to have others take 
over and complete t ie proj 5 23 order that the post cards would vet 
oul he F< e election / 

Mrs. Ler. We were trying to enlist the aid of everyone we could 


Mr. Becker. That week end before the election, or the Saturd 
before the election, someone mentioned the fact that Mr. Fedder 
would undertake to mail a number of post cards? 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t recall late it was, but it was very close 
before. I mean, we knew that we could not possibly cet them all out. 
someone, | don’t recall who it was, said that Mr. Kedder had said 
that he could get, I believe. it was 50.000 out. but I would not say 
for sure, 

Mr. Becker. And you had knowledge of that fact, and being in 
charge of the eh that Mr. Fedder would undertake to address and 
mailanun ber of ¢: are 

Mrs. Ler. That ist tke 

Mr. Becker. haseted mately 50,000 ? 

Mrs. Ler. That is rieht. 

Mr. Becker. And that was on a Saturday or Sunday, the Saturday 
or Sunday before election date ? . 


Mrs. Lee. That is right. 


just what « 


/ 
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Mr. Becker. And this check that you referred to was payment for 
such services 7 

Mrs. Lee. That was in payment for the services that he actually 
completed. 

Mr. Becker. Exclusive of the stamps? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes; that is right—now, I am not sure about the stamps 
because I was not in Baltimore, I did not talk to Mr. Fedder, but I do 
know that that was to be his final payment, I mean, for the work t] 
he actually did. 

Now, whether that included stamps or writing, I don’t know. It 
could have included stamps, I suppose, but I don’t know. 

Mr. Becker. Mrs. Lee, you were interviewed by an investigator 
along in January of this year, were you! 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, I was. 

Mr. BEcKER. Do vou remember the incident. the occurrence ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, I remember it very distinctly. I was out; [] 
down to call for my husband; IT usually pick him up at the ¢ 
and I have three ( hildren, one 12, one 11, anal one ), al d | 

| 


t 
teil 


@ 


those children instructions not to ever let anvone in. 
when I fo OUul and | have elven them spe fie inst 
are not to let anvone in unless they know the person. 


When I came home, we have a garage where we have a subway up 
to the recreation room, and my daughter met me at the recreatior 
room door as I came up through the subway there, and she was very 
agitated and frightened. She told me that a United States invest 
vator was upstairs. So | said, “Well, that is all rioht, I will go up and 
see who 1t 1s. 

I went up there to find this investigator in the living 1 
son Was upstairs. 

Mr. Becker. What time was this. Mrs. Lee / 

Mrs. Ler. I imagine it was about 6:30; I don't recall 
itwas. I know it was dark outside. 

So I talked tothe investigator. al d the inve tig wor was 
and I talked LO Mr. I’reed and answered the questions th it 

My husband came up and after he was g 


me the en rey) 


telling us about this episode, and they were both very upset. 
After mv daughter—he had prese nted his credentials at the 

door and said that he was a United States—as s! 

United States investigator, and what he actuall ; 

but she looked at the credentials and he tl ked if he could om 


( bil ° 
ehtened and she let him in. Then she went down to the 
recreation room, where my son was, and they got their heads together 
and decided they wouldn’t know credentials from a hole in the ground. 

They were frightened, and my son went upstairs to stay up there, 
because he said he thought it might be a burglar or something, but he 
went upstairs. My daughter stayed downstairs, waiting for us to come 
nome, 

We were very much disturbed by that. I had been q 
some very good investigators fora number of vears, al dthat just i 

thing that Lapprove of especially. 

Mr. Becker. Were these checks shown to you 
the course of the investigation ? 

Mrs. Ler. No: they were not. 

Mr. Becker. No further questions. 


She was fri 





492 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, please. 

Mrs. Lee, what conversation did you have with Mr. Freed, after 
you arrived ? 

Mrs. Ler. Well, he asked, the first thing he asked was, “Are you 
Wilma E, Lee?” and I said “Yes, sir, I am.” 

And I don’t recall just all the questions he asked, but one question 
was, had I ever worked for the Government, and I told him no. And 
then he asked me, well, he said, “That is funny, everything else checks 
up, adds up.” 

I thought that rather strange. But I do recall that because that 
made quite an impression on me. 

As to the other questions I just don’t recall. He asked if he could 
look at the bank account, and I told him that I would not sign a state- 
ment, but that he could look at that. I don’t like to sign anything of 
that sort. 

Senator Henpricxson. Did he show you any credentials? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, he did. 

Senator Henprickson. In what form were they / 

Mrs. Lee. A little black leather purse, and the credentials with his 
picture were contained there, stating that he was an investigator for 
the subcommittee. 

Senator Henprickson. What date was that, do you remember? 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t recall what date it was. I would not want to say. 

Senator Henprickson. I think that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator SmirH. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Lee, had you known Mr. Fried before ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. No. 

Senator Smirxu. Did he show you any discourtesy ? 

Mrs. Ler. No; I cannot say that he did, no. 

Senator SmiruH. He did not make any threats ? 

Mrs. Ler. No. 

Senator Smiru. He just asked you questions ? 

Mrs. Ler. He just said that that was funny, everything else—when 
he asked me that—well, I think that the name Rex Lee, m: aybe that 
was what was bothering him, because he asked if I had ever worked 
for the Government, which I never had. 

Senator SmirH. Did your daughter let him come in at his first 
request ‘ 

Mrs. Ler. Well, she talked to him while he was outside, as she tells 
the story, she talked to him while he was outside, and he told her, he 
showed his credentials to her and he said that he was an investigator 
for the subcommittee and, of course, she doesn’t know what a sub- 
committee is, and he said, well, where was I, and he wanted to speak 
to her mother, and she said that I was out, that I would be back in 
possibly a half hour. He said, “Well, may I come in and wait?” 

So she did let him in, and she told me she was afraid not to. 

Senator SmirH. You have not been employed by the Appropriations 
Committee ? 

Mrs. Ler. No. 

Senator SmirH. That is all. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Hennings? 

Senator Henninos. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
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Do you know Mr. Alvin Bentley, Mrs. Lee ? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, I know Mr. Bentley. 

Senator HENNINGs. Who is Mr. 'B sentley ? 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t know, I met him socially, that is all. 

Senator Henninas. Where did you meet him? 

Mrs. Ler. I believe at Miss Jean Kerr’s house. I have seen him 
several times. 

Senator Henninos. At Miss Kerr’s house ? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes. 

Senator HENNINGs. Was it a social occasion ? 

Mrs. Lee. It was a social occasion. 

Senator HennrnGs. Or was it a political meeting ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. Oh, no; no political meeting. 

Senator Henninos. By that I mean a meeting at which politics was 
the primary objective. 

Mrs. Ler. No, sir: we did not—— 

Senator HenninGs. It was a party, in other words 

Mrs. Lee. Yes; a party. 

Senator HeNniNGs. Do you know where Mr. Bentley lives or lived 

the time you met him ‘¢ 

Mrs. LEE. Well, I believe he has a residence here and I think in 
Detroit. 

Senator Hennines. Do you know where his residence in Wash- 
ngton is or was? 

Mrs. Ler. I couldn’t say for sure, I think it is on Foxhall Road. 
1 am not sure. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you. 

Senator Monronvy. During your meeting with Mr. Bentley, 
Senator Butler — nt at that time? 

Mrs. Ler. No, s 

Senator ee y. This was at what time that vou met him, ap- 
proximately, in rel: ationship to _ episode we are discussing 

Mrs. Ler. Oh, I met him, oh, was several months ago, I don’t 
cnow just when. 

Senator Monroney. There was no connection with your meeting 
| mand this particular project in which you used the $5,000 check ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. He did not say, “T would like to have the Lees 
perate this project ¢” 

Mrs. Ler. No, sir; no, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Your information on this project came from 
vhom¢ I mean, the outline, and the way it was to be handled. 

Mrs. Ler. My husband told me, it seemed that they had started 
ie project at the Butler headquarters in Baltimore, and with every- 

hing else they had to do, it was kind of bogging down. Of course, I 

as very interested in the whole campaign, and I offered my services 

hen he told me about it. 

Senator Monroney. At that time did you discuss arrangements 
for the addressing and all with Miss Jean Kerr / 

Mrs. Lee. At which time? 

Senator Monroney. As you started the project. 

Mrs. Ler. No; I discussed that with my husband. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 
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Mrs. Ler. I mean, that was it. I may have, I don’t just recall the 
circumstances. 

Senator Monronry. And I believe Mr. Post said that you or your 
husband picked up a number of the cards, I think he said 100,000 cards, 
that they published. 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t remember. I didn’t, I know, and I don’t re- 
member if it was my husband or just who it was. 

Senator Monroney. Or somebody else working as a liaison person 
that you mentioned was most helpful in helping the little details of 
getting the material back and forth? 

Mrs. Ler. That is right. I just do not remember who picked up 
the cards from’ Mr. Post. 

Senator Monroney. What other company did the other cards come 
from? You said you would have liked to put out about 300,000. 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t remember. It was a printer in Baltimore who 
did it. Now, I don’t remember what printer it was. 

Senator Monroney. Was it Mr. Fedder, do you think ? 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t think he printed any of the cards, but I just don’t 
know. 

Senator Monroney. Your contact with Mr. Fedder was merely on 
the fact that this last emergency go-around, about 2 days before elec- 
tion ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. That is right, 2 days before. He had said he would get out 
these cards. 

Senator Monronry. You do know there was another printer supply- 
ing another group of cards to help the project out ¢ 

_ Ler. That is right. 

nator Monroney. You gave no money to Mr. Post? I mean, your 
whole disbursement was not for the printing ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. No. 

Senator Monroney. But for the addressing? 

Mrs. Lee. That is right. It was for the addressing‘and for st amape 
and incidental expenses we had and gasoline and a lunch here and a 
lunch there, and renting a car and cab fares, and all sorts of ine Me 
tals 

Senator Monroney. It must have been quite an organizational job 
to bring in as many volunteers as you had and also these other peopl 
who were working part time. 

Mrs. Ler. Well, we have a great many friends. 

Senator Monronry. I am sure you do. And you don’t know what 
percent, I believe minority counsel, Mr. Becker, said that it was 
sone thing in the neighborhood of 50 percent, perhaps 40 to 60 percent 
of the cards that had been addressed by volunteers, and you did not 
give an answer. 

Mrs. Ler. I would not want to say, because I just don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. It is pretty hard to estimate? 

Mrs. Ler. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. Would you say that Mrs. Hendrick address: 
just about half of the quantity and the other half were those that you 
had managed to have done / 

Mrs. Lee. Well, I just roughly estimated at the end that we had 
gotten out almost 300,000 and our aim was more than that, because we 
wanted to try and get out as many as we could. We had 400,000 
printed. 
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Senator Monronry. In 10 days’ time? 

Mrs. Ler. In 10 days’ time; yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. That is pretty good. 

Mrs. Leg. Thank you, sir, 

Senator Monroney. That is all the questions I have. Mr. MecDer- 
mott, do you have any further questions ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Mrs. Lee, you refer to this incident when the 
investigator visited your home. 

Mrs. Ler. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever call that incident to my attention or 
to the attention of the subcommittee 2 

Mrs. Ler. Of his visit, you mean ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mrs. Ler. Yes. There was someone that called me to ask me some 

uestions, too. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Mrs. Ler. And I think, I don’t remember just whom I called the at- 
tention to about Mr. Freed, but I do recall, because I was busy at the 
time the call came, and I think it was the second eall that had come. 
| might add, too, that I am not used to investigators calling me by 
telephone, either. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, you are a little difficult to contact, then, if 
they cannot reach you in person and they cannot talk to you on the 
telephone, Mrs. Lee. 

You state you met Mr. Jonkel at Miss Kerr’s home. You knew 
her prior to this campaign; is that right / 

Mrs. Ler. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you meet Mr. Don Surine and Ray Kier- 
mas an d Ewe ll Moore in connection with this campaign, or did you 
know them previously ? 

Mrs. Ler. I don’t remember when I did meet them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, do you remember—— 

Mrs. Ler. I mean, I did not meet them socially before, I think 
was probably when the campaign started. 

Mr. McDermorr. In connection with the activity which you have 
been deseribing to us here this morning ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions. 

Senator Monron}1 as T he ‘Vv were Nn ot prese nt at the »>time you miet Mi 
\lvin Bentley, Mr. Niermas, Mr. Surine, or Mr. Moore ¢ 

Mrs. Ler. Oh, no, sir. 

Senator Monroney. It was later on that you met them ? 

Mrs. Ler. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. I see. Mr. Becker, do you have any further 
questions / 

Mr. Becker. No, sit 

Senator MoNRON] Y. Senator Hendrickson / 

Senator Henprickson. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smirnu. No. 

Senator Monronry, Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennings. No. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for ap pearing and giving 

s the advantage of your testimony, Mrs. Lee. 
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Mrs. Lez. You are welcome. 

Senator Monronry. Will you call your next witness ! 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Robert E. Lee. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Lee, will you state your name, please. 

Mr. Lez. My name is Robert E. Lee, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, 
please. 

Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Ler. I do, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before the 
committee to give us the advantage of your testimony, sir. 

The record may show that there is a quorum of the committee pres 
ent. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT E. LEE, MINORITY CLERK, HOUSE 
APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 


Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Lee, will you give us your full name and your 
address, please. 

Mr. Ler. My name is Robert E. Lee, 3147 Westover Drive SW., 
Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Ler. Washington, D. C. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your present occupation, Mr. Lee? 

Mr. Lee. I am minority clerk for the House Appropriations Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was your occupation during the period from 
July 1 to November 15, 1950¢ 

Mr. Lee. The same, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are minority clerk of the House Appropria 
tions Committee ? 

Mr. Ler. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom are you paid, by the House? 

Mr. Ler. By the House; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during the period July 1 to November 15, 
1950, were you in the employ of anyone else ¢ 

Mr. Ler. No; I was not. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Did you receive any income during that period 
from any other sources ¢ 

Mr. Ler. No; I was not. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Are you presently employed by anyone else? 

Mr. Ler. I am not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I understand from the testimony of you 
wife that you participated to some degree in the recent senatoria! 
campaign of John Marshall Butler in the State of Maryland; is that 
correct ¢ ‘ 

Mr. Ler. Yes; ina very limited way. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at that time you were a legal resident of t]. 
District of Columbia; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Ler. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you known Mr. Butler prior to his candidacy / 

Mr. Ler. No; I had not. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Have you ever been a resident of the State of 
Maryland? 

Mr. Ler. No; I had not. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first become interested in his cam- 
paign ¢ 

Mr. Len. At about the same time that my wife did. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And at whose suggestion or request was 
that ¢ 

Mr. Ler. Well, I had a great deal of contact through my work with 
minority people, Republican workers, and so on, and I had heard they 
had this post card project in Baltimore that was falling down. I 
discussed it with my wife, and I thought. well, perhaps we could do a 
little something about it on a volunteer basis. 

At that time she thought that she would be very happy to enlist 
the aid of her friends, and so on. and I discussed the matter with 
Mr. Jonkel, and I said that I thought perhaps we could do some good. 
I didn’t know, I wouldn’t have very much time, but that my wife 
would be glad to arrange with as many people as she could find to 
help out. 

And then we had subsequently learned of the fact that this com- 
mercial organization was here who could do a great deal of writing. 
I received an endorsed check from Mr. Jonkel—— 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did that transaction take place, Mr. Lee? 

Mr. Ler. That was in Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Do you recall when that was? 

Mr. Ler. It was probably the Sunday or Monday, 8 days before the 
election. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Did you go up to Baltimore for the purpose of 
picking up that check ¢ 

Mr. Ler. I brought the check to Baltimore. I received the check 
from Mr. Bentley. 

Mr. McDermorr. You received a check personally from Mr. Bent- 
ley ¢ 

Mr. Les. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was here in Washington, was it ? 

Mr. Ler. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What were the circumstances of that transaction ? 
Did he just call vou and tell you that he wanted to give you a check, 
or did you pick it up at somebody’s request ¢ 

Mr. Ler. I received the check from Mr. Bentley. I had discussed, 
the day before, with Mr. Jonkel, the fact that there was this commer- 
cial organization which perhaps could do something, but that would 
take money, at the time we volunteered we didn’t know whether or not 
we would get into a commercial transaction, but this appeared as a 
possibility. He indicated that they did not have any money, but 
perhaps some would show up the next day. 

I think that was Monday, and the next day I received this call from 
Mr. Jonkel, or the call was from some one in Senator McCarthy’s 
office. I then met Mr. Bentley, who gave me the check made out to the 
Butler organization. 

This was rather late in the evening, and I took it over to Baltimore. 
Mr. Jonkel endorsed it to my wife, and I gave it to her, and we in- 
sisted that we should open up a bank account. We did not want to 
cash it and have that much cash around. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Was there any particular reason for opening the 
account in your wife’s name? 

Mr. Ler. I was working, of course, and I did not want to handle 
the project. Actually, I had to do what I did in the evenings, I would 
leave the office a little early, and pick up cards, and what not, and do 
what I could, but she handled all the money, she had people coming 
to and from the house all day long. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. When did you first meet Mr. Jonkel? Was 
that on the same occasion as your wife meeting him ¢ 

Mr. Ler. Yes. 

Mr. McDernmorr. That would have been at Miss Kerr’s home here 

Washington ? 

Mr. Ler. 1 am quite sure that was the first occasion; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. On this post-card transaction, most of your deal- 
ings were with Mr. Jonkel; is that correct? 

Mr. Ler. Well, actually, my dealings were quite limited. As soon 
as my wife opened the account, my only activity was the picking up 
os the cards and delivering them. I had no further contact, nor was 

in Maryland from that time until after the campaign. I was kind 
of a delive ‘ry boy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Now, you heard your wife’s testimony with 
reference to the activity of Mr. Surine and Mr. Moore and Mr. Kiermas 
in connection with this project. By whom were they introduced to this 
phase of the campaign activity; was that through you ? 

Mr. Ler. No, I had met at least two, I don’t think—you mentioned 
Don Surine, I had met him before, and Ray Kiermas, I had met him, 
but I don’t think I ever met, and I still don’t recall meeting the other 
chap that you mentioned. They were calling at the house from time 
to time, and I did not see them on all oceasions. I did not introduce 
them, and I do not know who did. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. That was in connection with this same post-card 
activity; is that correct 4 

Mr. Ler. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, your wife indicated that she made an ac- 
counting of the disposition of the funds in this account which she 
opened at the National Capital Bank, but she does not recall what they 
did with that account. Did you handle that ? 

Mr. Ler. No, I did not. I was very insistent, I was reminding her 
that very accurate records should be kept, and that a report would have 
to be made to the Butler people, because I was familiar with the fact 
that they had to report those expenditures. 

I don’t recall ever even seeing the account. I think that, if my 
recollection serves me correctly, the total expenditures, insofar as our 
activities were concerned, was somewhere in the neighborhood of 
$4.400. That is a semi-guess. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know what became of or what disposition 
was made of the closing balance ? 

Mr. Ler. No, I do not. My wife advised me that she turned that 
over to the Butler organization. Specifically to whom, I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. To either Mr. Surine or Mr. Moore, or one of 
those people she mentioned ? 

Mr. Ler. It would very possibly be one of a half dozen. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long have you been minority clerk to the 
House Appropriations Committee, Mr. Lee ? 
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Mr. Lee. Starting with the Eighty-first Congress. Prior to that 
ime in the Eightieth Congress, I was chief of the staff for the House 
Appropriations Committee, and prior to that time I was fiscal assist- 
ant with the Federal Bureau of Investigation with Mr. Hoover, who 
originally sent me up here and on loan to the committee. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have been continuously employed by the 
House Appropriations Committee since the Eighty-first Congress, and 
you are employed by them at this time / 

Mr. Ler. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorvr. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirnu. No questions. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Lee. W ho enlisted your services in the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Ler. I volunteered them, sir. 

Senator Henninas. To whom did you volunteer them / 

Mr. Ler. To the Butler organization. 

Senator Hennines. Which individual of the Butler or@anization 2 

Mr. LEE. Well. I probably talked to half dozen people about the 
proposition, 

Senator Henninas. Whom did you talk to first / 

Mr. Lee. Well, I would not know. Now, if you are trying to say 
lid I talk to 

Senator Hennings. Tam not trying to say anything, Mr. Lee. I 
issure you that Tam asking vou, sir, Tam not trying to say anything, 
| assure you. 

Mr. Lee. L talked to Jon Jonkel, I spec ifies ally went over to Balti 
nore to discuss this post ecard project, and the fact that we would 

‘glad to do what we could to help them out of this hole. 

Senator HENNINGS. You talked to Mr. Jonkel first / 

Mr. Ler. He is the first one in the Butler organization, as such, 
at | recall talking to. 

Senator Hrennines. Now, who not in the Butler organization do 
you recall talking to about giving vour services ¢ 

Mr. Ler. Oh, I discussed this with Senator MeCarthy. 

Senator Henntnes. Did you discuss it first with Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Ler. That I don’t reeall. You see. I have 
Senator Hennings. Well, now, just a minute. Suppose you just 
pause a moment and try and recall, if you can. 

Mr. Lee. Well. I might put it this way: I talked to a great many 
people os are Republican workers from time to time. I am sup- 
posed to be something of a fiscal authority on appropriations. I have 
frequent contact; they want to know how much we are going to spend, 

ad SO On. 

Senator Henninas. Very well; yes, sir. 

Mr. Ler. And through that deve lopment—— 

Senator HENNINGS. Now tell us about the matter of this project in 

half of which Vou enlisted Mrs. Lee’s services and devoted consid 
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erable time. With what individual did you first discuss this specific 
project of yours? 

Mr. Ler. I could not say who was the first. It would be one of : 
group, the names of which I could recall as perhaps being Miss Ker 
perhaps Senator McCarthy, perhaps Don Surine. I don’t know what 
the sequence might have been. 

Senator Hennives. Did you talk toa group of them together, or di: 
you talk to one individual ? 

Mr. Ler. No; I did not. I think it was just a—you see, actually 
the period of our participation in this thing was probably not ove: 
8 or 9 days, and perhaps in the—— 

Senator Hennines. Yes, sir. When was the first—where was tli 
first conversation held with respect to your participation, Mr. Lee? 

Mr. Ler. Well, that would be very difficult to say. I might say i! 
could have been several months before, and I might have said, “I woul 
like to do something; I don’t know what I can do. I have a limited 
time; but if there is anything I can do, I will be happy to.’ 

Senator Hennines. Not with respect to what it might have bee: 
but what is your best recollection of the place where you first had an) 
conversation with anybody with reference to this specific project ? 

Mr. Ler. I am sorry, I cannot answer that. I just cannot be thai 
specific. 

Senator Hennines. You don’t remember. 

Mr. Ler. It could have been at my home. 

Senator Hennings. You don’t remember with whom you first talked 
or where such conversation was held ¢ 

Mr. Ler. No; I can only say that it would be one of three or fou: 
people whose names I have mentioned. 

Senator Henninas. Very well. Now, not remembering that, te! 
us about any other conversation, whether it was the second, third. 
fourth, fifth, or tenth, if necessary, that you ever had with any ind 
vidual about this project of yours. 

Mr. Ler. Well—— 

Senator Hennings. And who that person was. 

Mr. Ler. I would say I discussed the project with Miss Kerr fro: 
time to time. 

Senator Henninas. How many times? 

Mr. Lee. I don’t remember. 

Senator Hennines. Approximately ? 

Mr. Ler. I could not even approximate it. Well, I don’t know. 
mu would want me to take a guess, I might say- 

Senator Hennings. Please do. 

Mr. Lee (continuing). Four or five times. 

Senator Hennines. Four or five times you discussed it with M 
Kerr. Where? 

Mr. Ler. At her home, at my home, in Senator McCarthy’s office. 
variety of places. That is about the best I can do on that. 

Senator Hennines. You had four or five discussions, and you « 
cussed these things with Miss Kerr at her home, your home, and S: 
ator McCarthy’s home, and a variety of other places ? 

Mr. Ler. You are asking me to be specific about something v« 
general. 

Senator Hennines. Yes, sir 


< 
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Mr. Ler. I don’t know. I did not expect to have to recall all these 
specific dates and times. I just thought perhaps we could write some 
post cards and help out. 

Senator Hennines. Well now that you do expect to be asked about 
them, would you like to pause and try to refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Ler. Tam ee est Lean. I wish I had kept notes, in view 
of your insistence, but I really cannot be very specific. I think it is 
very hard to recall any exact date. 

Senator Hennings. Very well, sir, but Tam not asking you for exact 
dates. Have I asked you about any dates ¢ 

Mr. Ler. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Henntnos. No. sir: I have not, have I? 

Mr. Ler. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Hennines. Now, you say that you have talked to Miss Kerr. 
With whom else have you talked about this specific project / 

Mr. Ler. I believe | answered that: Jon Jonkel, Senator Me¢ ‘arthy 

Senator Hennines. How many times did you talk to Mr. Jon Jonkel 

hout it ? 

Mr. Ler. On two occasions: I remember that specifically. 

Senator HEN NINGS, Where were those conversat lions had / 

Mr. Ler. They were in Baltimore. 

Senator HeENNINGs. Where / 

Mr. Ler. In his office. in the Lord Baltimore Hotel, I believe. 

Senator Hennincs. How many times did you talk to Senator 
MeCarthy about it 

Mr. Ler. Not over a couple of times, I don't believe. 

Senator Hennines. And where were those conversations held / 

Mr. LEE. Probably in) his office. possibly at ny home. 

Senator Hennings. You say probably in his office, and possibly at 
our home. Cant you remember. which ¢ 

Mr. Ler. I cannot be very specific on that. I know Senator McCar 

v quite well. 

Senator Hennings. Well, now, just a minute, that has nothing to do 

ith what I asked you. 

Mr. Ler. Well, I mean, vou see, I am quite often 

Senator Henninas. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Ler. I don’t oe when these occasions might have arisen. He 

is very interested; I know that. 

Se nahor Hennings. But you would say twice, you would say only 

did vou discuss this matter- 

be. Ler. Well, if you are asking me for my best guess, I would say 
ot over two or three times. I would have to qualify it to that 
\tent. 

Senator Hennings. Yes. With whom did you discuss the manner 

which this project of yours and Mrs. Lee’s was to be paid for‘ 

Mr. Ler. I discussed it with Mr. Jonkel. I would like it under- 

ood that we were volunteering. We did not expect any pay. I men 
oned to Mr. Jonkel the possibility that if somebody had some money, 
erhaps my wife could arrange with this commercial organization, 

. perhaps get people who were not necessarily purely volunteers, to 

a little more of these out. 

Sanna Hennincs. Well, then, you are answering my question 

saying that vou discussed it with Mr. Jonkel ¢ 
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Mr. Leg. Yes. 

Senator Hennrinos. The matter of where the money was coming 
from ? 

Mr. Ler. No; I did not discuss where the money was coming from. 
I discussed the fact 

Senator Hennes. Or as to how you would be paid ? 

Mr. Lee (continuing). As to how we might be helpful. 

Senator Hennines. What did Mr. Jonkel tell you about the way 
in which you would be paid? 

Mr. Lee. He said that he was kind of hard up, they didn’t have ver, 
much money, and he didn’t know what would happen, and I think— 
well, I do know specifically, it was the next day I had this call, and 
Mr. Bentley had this check. Now, who got in touch with him, or how, 
I don’t know. 

Senator eee Did you see Mr. Bentley with the check ? 

Mr. Lee. Yes; I did. 

Senator Henninos. Did Mr. Bentley give it to you? 

Mr. Ler. Yes; he did. 

Senator Henninas. Where did he give it to you 4 

Mr. Ler. In Senator McCarthy’s office. 

Senator HennrinGs. Who else was there ? 

Mr. Lee. It was a very casual meeting in the outer office, and the 
staff were there. 

Senator Hennrnes. How much was the check? 

Mr. Ler. $5,000. 

Senator Hennines. It was a very casual meeting about a $5,000 
check ¢ ‘ 

Mr. Ler. Well, I am referring to the meeting with Mr. Bentley. 
I didn’t know what he wanted to see me for, and he handed me the 
check. It was made out to the Butler organization. I immediately 
took it over to Mr. Jonkel. 

Senator Henntnes. You went to the office, but you did not know 
what you were going there for; is that right? 

Mr. Ler. No; I did not; honestly, I did not know. I understood 
that Mr. Bentley wanted to see me. 

Senator HennincGs. You had a casual meeting with Mr. Bentley, 
and he handed you a check for $5,000? 

Mr. Ler. He indicated to me that he wanted to help on this project. 
When I say “casual,” I mean, you asked who was there. There wer 
a great many people in the Senator’s office. 

Senator Henntnos. Yes. 

Mr. Ler. And I met him, I believe, in one of the outer offices, and 
we shook hands. This was rather late in the evening when he called 
me, as I recall now, at my office. I had been working, and I am sure 
it was 6 o'clock or after, and I know when I got the check, I thought. 
well, the first thing I wanted to do with this was to put it in the hands 
of Mr. Jonkel. So I did not even wait for the next day. I went over 
immediately to Baltimore. 

Senator Hennrnes. You went right over to Baltimore and gave the 
check to Mr. Jonkel ? 

Mr. Ler. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Now, I believe this bank account was opened 
in the name of Mrs. Lee? 

Mr. Lee. That is right. 
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Senator Hennines. And why was that done that way, Mr. Lee? 

Mr. Ler. Well, it was her project. I was working, I did not have 
the time to devote to it. She was going to have to make the payments. 
She was home all day, as these people were delivering cards and 
picking them up, and so on, and L was at work. I didn’t want to 
handle the mone \. 

Senator Hennines. You worked every day during this period, did 
you é 

Mr. LEE. Yes: I did. At least, I would leave a little early in the 
ifternoon, though. 

Senator Hennines. How early? 

Mr. Li E. ( Yh. perhaps | o’cloe k or thereabouts. 

Senator Hennines. But you worked every day while tlis proj 
was under way, did you 

Mr. Ler. That is right. I worked a substantial part of the day. 
You see, when ¢ OngTess is out of session. sometimes we take it a little 
easier. I don’t believe I worked on Saturday that week, but on every 
other day I was in my ollice. 

Senator Hennrnes. I believe that is all. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any further questions, Mr. Me- 
Dermott ? 

Mr. McDerwo1 i No further questions. 

Senator Monronery. Mr. Becker ¢ 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

[ take it from your test imony here that you are a Republican 

Mr. Ler. Yes, indeed, sir. 

Senator Henprickxson. And, of ¢ ourse, you have no outlet toe xpress 
your Re ‘publi canism here in the District of Columbia, have you? 

Mr. Ler. That is correct. I might say that Iam within two or three 
locks of the Maryland line, but I do not have a vote, sir. 

I might also say that this is the first time, as my wife has indicated 
ilso, this is her first experience in any type of politi ical activity. 

Senator Henprickson. 1 suppose being a Republican you nor- 
nally are interested in the election of Republican Senators and Con- 
gressmen ¢ 

Mr. Li E. Yes, sir. Not only interested, but particularly this time, 
since I, a man who lives on my salary, we have a home and three 
hildren and a very large mortgage, | am in no position to help finan- 
cially, which I would like to do, and I have always felt a little frus- 
trated about not being able to do a little something. There actually 
was very little I did, but I was glad to do it. 

Senator Henprickson. And this project seemed to afford you and 
your wife a chance to serve the party in an adjoining territory, and 
help obtain the election of a Re publican candidate for United States 

senator ¢ 

Mr. Ler. That is correct, sir 

Senator Henprickson. And I take it that that was one of the 
motivating things that prompted you to get into this situation 

Mr. Ler. Yes, sir. I think it only normal for me to be gratified a 
the result. I don’t know how much we contributed to it. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, it is just too bad you do not have an 
opportunity to take part in Jocal affairs here. 
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Mr. Ler. I think it is too bad, too. I would like very much to be 
able to do something that way. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

What State did you come to Washington from ? 

Mr. Lee. Originally I came from Illinois. 

Senator Smrru. Did you retain your voting residence there any 
length of time? 

Mr. Ler. I did for just a short period of time. You see, I entered 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation; for quite a number of years | 
traveled in perhaps as many as 10 or 15 States. I was subsequently 
assigned to Washington. Let me see now, that must have been 8 years 
ago, perhaps, at which time I established my residence here. We sub 
sequently bought a home. This is our home. We like it, and we hoy 
to stay here. 

Senator Smirn. Since you could not vote you felt that you wanted 
to contribute a little something to the cause of the Republican Party / 

Mr. Ler. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Thank you. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. There was nothing described 1 in your meeting 
with Mr. Bentley as to what the money for the $5,000 would be used 
for? 

Mr. Ler. Well, it was his understanding, I believe—now, I don’t 
know how specific he was, he might have said like this, for the post 
card project, or some such thing like that. It was my understanding 
that it would be for the post-card project. 

Senator Monroney. He knew what the money was going to be spent 
for? 

Mr. Ler. Yes; I am quite sure. 

Senator Monroney. There was nothing said about his having met 
Senator Butler shortlty prior to that time? 

Mr. Ler. No, indeed. 

Senator Monronry. I believe Mr. Jonkel testified they had a con 
ference. - 

Mr. Ler. I would not know. 

Senator Monronry. How long have you known Mr. Bentley? 

Mr. Ler. Just a very short time. I met him under the same cir 
cumstances as my wife, perhaps a few months before the election, an 
I believe it was at a dinner. 

Senator Monroney. I see. And you knew he was a resident o! 
Michigan, I believe she has testified. 

Mr. Ler. Yes; I think that is a fair statement. 

Senator Monroney. I see. I have no further questions. 

Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Go ahead. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Lee, I gather from your testimony that 
you and the Kerrs, that is, your wife, at least, and Miss Kerr, are ver) 
close personal friends. 

Mr. Ler. That is correct, sir. 
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Senator Henprickson. You travel together socially on frequent oc- 
casions. 

Mr. Ler. Yes, sir, quite often. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Lee, for giving us 
he benefit of your testimony, sir. 

Will you call your next witness, please. 

Mr. McDermorr. I will call Mrs. Bernat. 

Senator Monroney. Will you raise vour right hand and be sworn, 
lease ? 

Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
ruth, so help you God / 

Mrs. Bernor. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARGARET T. BERNDT 


Mrs. Bernpor. My name is Margaret T. Bernat. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming over to give 

s the benefit of your testimony. We are sorry we are running late, 
ut I understood you wanted to get back to Baltimore. 

Mrs. Bernpr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you please speak into the microphone there 
«0 that we will all be able to hear you. 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you give us your residence address, please. 

Mrs. Bernor. Lutherville, Md. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what is your husband’s name / 

Mrs. Bernor. Carl M. Berndt. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you prepare a lay-out on a political 
ulvertisement in support of John Marshall Butler’s candidacy in the 
recent senatorial election in the State of Maryland, which was pub- 
lished on Sunday, November 5, 1950, in the Baltimore American, a 
opy of which advertisement is identified as exhibit No. 2 in the rec- 
rds of this subeommittee 4 

Mrs. Bernor, That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I wondered if the good lady 
wanted to operate from her prepared statement. 

Senator Monroney. Oh, I beg your pardon. You have a prepared 
tatement? ‘That was an oversight on my part. None of the other 
witnesses had one, and I asked most of them if they did have a pre- 
pared statement. We will be glad to hear your prepared statement. 

Mrs. Bernpr. I did not know until last night, when Mr. McDermott 
illed me, that I was supposed to make a statement so I hurriedly 
vrote one out. 

Senator Monroney. We would be glad to hear it. I am sorry that 
| overlooked asking you if you had one. 

Mrs. Bernpr. It is somewhat rough, but I will be glad to read it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, you must have misunderstood me last night. 
Did T tell you that you should make or prepare a prepared state- 
ent ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. That is what I understood. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then that was a misunderstanding. 

Senator Monronery. The committee would be most happy to hear 

Go ahead, Mrs. Berndt. 
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Mrs. Bernor. Thank you, Senator. 

I should like to lay be fore this committee the facts concerning the 
full-page advertisement that appeared in the Baltimore American 
on Sunday, November 5, 1950. 

Last spring, for purely personal reasons, and on my own, I at 
tended many of the hearings held before the subcommittee that had 
been instructed by the United States Senate to determine whethe1 
there were at that time or ever had been Communists in the Stat 
Department. 

Many people who had been interested in our Far East policy had 
wondered about that problem for some years. I was very pleased 
when Mr. Tydings was appointed on that ccommiittee. 

I might say that Tama registered Democrat, and I was sure that a 
thorouch and sufficient investigation would be made under his dire 
tion, and that we would know the truth one way or the other. 

As the hearings progressed, I reluctantly came to the conclusio? 
that such was not the case. I attended the hearmaes through May 

After that, severe illness in my family prevented further attend 


ance. During the period in which I attended the hearings, it was 
repe: ated|y req uested that the minority counsel be allowed to question 
the witnesses. Each time the request was denied by the chairman. 


When the minority counsel attended the executive session at which 
Mr. Budenz was to be examined, Mr. Tydings told the counsel to 
leave, and said that that went for all other executive sessions. This 
was in late April. 

lt certainly did not occur to me, and I don’t believe that it would 
occur to most laymen, that the rules would be changed, when over 
half the sessions had been held, and many important witnesses had 
been heard. 

It seemed somewhat like changing the rules of a ball game in the 
seventh Inning. 

At that time I made up my mind that I would work to help the 
Republican who won the senatorial primary in the general election. 
I could not tolerate seeing boys that I had watched grow up being 
sent to distant parts of the world to fight communism and not learn 
ing the truth about the same communism within the very Government 
that was sending those kids abroad. 

Consequently, last fall I did everything I could, and I was sure that 
Mr. Tydings would be defeated. 

I remembered that in the previous January or February I had read 
an article in one of the labor papers urging his defeat, and asking 
union members to contribute money for that end. I wanted to see 
Mr. Butler win by as large a majority as possible. 

Late in October I saw a copy of part 8 of the Tydings committee 
report. That was the part that was not published with the rest. 
This part contained the case of Theodore Geiger. 

The minority counsel stated in this report that he had witnesses 
who would testify that Geiger belonged to the same Communist cell 
that they did. 

After a brief discussion, Mr. Tydings said to turn it over to the 
FBI. or do something else with it “I want to get a decision this 
afternoon.” 
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In view of the wording of the resolution under which the commit 
tee had operated, this was too much for me. In my opinion, this one 
case Was typical of the whole investigation. 

Mr. Tydings had been given a job to do by the United States Senate, 
and in my opinion he had not done it. LT wanted the voters of Mary 
land to know that. I wanted to use this case in a full-page adver 
tisement. 

At first I planned to use a large reprint of this case with on 
tion under it. “Why we ‘rent these witnesses called?” But 
made better COPY, I decided to use the ad as it subs sequenth a) 

The Geiger case was the important part of the ad. ‘To th s day no 
ne knows whether The “lore rejeer ‘Fl ] It\ ()}" Inno ent. If ] were 
he, and were innocent, | would resent this state of affairs 

On the night before the election Mr. Tydings, over tele Vision, stated 
that the first two statements on the lower part of the page under the 
(Gieiger case were unmitigated lies, 

On checking up, this was the first time that I knew that the rules 
were changed in the seventh 1 Inning. What is more. I earned that 
his change Was hot due to any chi ange ot heal tT On Mr. |r are 
but was due to the strenuous ob jection of se sake Saas since 
tatement was true for over half the sessions, in my opimion it ill be 
came Mr. Tydings to question them. It would have been a simple 
matter to put an asterisk after the statements, and beneath to have 
caid, “From March 8 to May 4.” , 

I think this even might have improved the ad, because many read 
ers would say to themselves, “How come ¢” 

In my opinion, Mr. Tydings’ anger, which was obvious on television, 
was due to the main part of the advertisement. For this part he has 
offered no valid explanation. 

There is one thing I should like to make clear. On March 5, in a 
Washington newspaper, ee Was a two-column article in which I 
was used as a concrete case history under a headline saving, “Tight 
libel laws urged.” or siecealieecd to that effect, and in which it was 
intimated that remarks by Senator Jenner and hating McCarthy 
lad influenced my decision last spring to work for the Republicans. 

The only person to whom I have talked is Mr. Freed, an investigator 
for this committee. 

Therefore, the material for the hewspaper article could only have 
come from someone connected with this committee. 

[ want to make it absolutely clear that no speeches or remarks made 
by anyone influenced my decision. That decision was based on per 
sonal observation, and it was narrowed down to one question: Did 

r did not Mr. ‘Tydings do the job given him? In my opinion, the 
inswer was that he did not. 

It is my understanding that one of the duties of this committee is 
o consider possible changes in the election laws; and, Mr. Chairman 
| would respectfully like to make a suggestion. I suggest that, by 
iw, candidates be required to have a reputable attorney draw up 
mple and plainly worded pages of instructions for all volunteer 
vorkers, 
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I suggest that the form be used as is used in the United States News 
and World Report. They say under this or that law you can, and 
then a list of the things that you cannot. 

It should be required that copies of this must be available to all 
workers, and it should be required that this fact be advertised in the 
hewspapers. 

In the next election, since Iam a Democrat, I might want very much 
to work for a Democratic candidate, as I have done before; but after 
this experience I don’t know whether I dare. As things stand now, 
I would be afraid even to talk to my neighbors and friends for fear 
of breaking some law of which I am unaware. 

Truly this country would be in a sad state if only professional poli 
ticians and lawyers could safely work in an election, and if through 
fear the average citizen refr: ained from working for the candidate of 
his choice. 

I respectfully ask that the committee consider that suggestion. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for your statement, 
Mrs. Berndt. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mrs. Berndt, with reference to your dis 
cussions relative to your appearance here, you said you talked to Mr. 
reed, and I talked to you on the phone last night ; did I not? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you talked to someone else yesterday wit! 
reference to your appearance here today / 

Mrs. Bernpr. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. But your husband did ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Mr. von Baur called and could not reach me, and 
talked to my husband. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, do I understand from your state 
ment that this ad was prepared by you? 

Mrs. Bernpr. I have the facts; I had previously sketched lay-outs, 
and a friend of mine who is in the advertising business offered to have 
his lay-out man actually do the lettering, because they are used to 
it, and it was a timesaver. We were quite pushed to make the news 
paper deadline. 

Mr. McDermorr. But the copy for the ad and the general idea on 
the ad was prepared by you and was your own work: is that right / 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes: sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do I infer completely from your statement 
also that the ad was not suggested to you by anyone, but it was your 
own idea, based upon your own feelings toward the candidate? I: 
that correct ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Entirely. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now to whom did you show the proof 
or the lay-out or the copy on the ad ¢ 

Mrs. Bernor. I showed that in Senator Butler’s office, to Senator 
Butler, Mr. William Olnutt, Mr. Jon Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be in the Senator’s office ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes: in the Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Did you show the ad to anyone else fo: 
approval ? 

Mrs. Bernor. For approval? 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you show the ad to anyone else before it wa 
published for any special opinion on it ? 
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Mrs. Bernpr. Not the complete lay-out; no. I had just received 
it, ae took it directly to Mr. Jonkel’s office. I showed a rough 
small paper sketch to a number of people. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, when you talked to the investigator, 
you gave him a list of names that you told him you had shown this 
ad to. 

Mrs. Bernpr. Not a complete list, by far. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall some of the names which you ad- 
mitted now that should be omitted now that you mentioned then ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Well, what were the names I gave him? 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you tell him you showed the ad to Fulton 
Lewis, Jr.? 

Mrs. Bernpr. I showed Mr. Lewis it at a luncheon in Baltimore 
where we both were. He spoke at that luncheon, and he talked along 
the same lines, because the Geiger case was mentioned, and because 
t was quite a coincidence at that time. While I was sitting at the 
lunch table I drew a rough sketch of what I had planned, and I “showed 
t to Mr. Lewis, Mr. Spear, and all the people at the table at which 
I sat. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Referring to the lay-out on the ad in the form in 
which it was finally published, whose approval did you obtain on 
that? 

Mr. Bernpr. I would not have published it without the approval 
of Mr. Butler’s campaign manager, Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Anyone else / 

Mrs. Bernpr. No; he is the only one had to approve it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, it was published under the authority 
of the “Democrats for Butler, John B. Purnell, treasurer,” and it 
has been explained to us that that was a mistake; that it was sup- 
posed to be the “Young Democrats for Butler.” Did you show it to 
any of them ¢ 

Mrs. Bernvr. Oh, Mr. Purnell saw the lay-out. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not tell me a moment ago that you 
showed it to Mr. Purnell. You insisted that the only person you had 
to show it to was to Jon M. Jonkel. 

Mrs. Bernor. Mr. McDermott, I said, and I hope that I will make 
this clear; that I would not have published it without the approval 
of Mr. Jonkel, who was Mr. Butler’s campaign manager. I also told 
you that I showed that lay-out to a number of people, which I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Did you show it to Mr. Purnell? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Mr. Purnell was quite familiar with it. 

Mr. McDermorr. You got his approval on it; is that correct? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermotrr. When did you make the arrangements for run- 
ning the ad under their sponsorship ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. This was all done very hurriedly in the last week, 
because I had not seen part 3 of the investigation until a few days 
before that. I think I saw it the week end before, and probably Mon- 
day went to work on it, and it was probably about Monday or Tues- 
day when L had enough of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you showed the ad to Mr. Purnell, did 
you discuss with him payment for the ad ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Oh, yes: I told him that I would be prefectly willing 
o help raise the money to pay for it. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And it was on that occasion, then, that he ap- 
proved the running of it under his sponsorship; is that right 

Mrs. Bernpr. There was nothing formal about it. He thought it 
was a good idea, and So did I. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Do you recall the cost of the ad? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Not exactly. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall approximately what it was? 

Mrs. Bernor. I think—well, I know my husband loaned them 
$1.741. 

Mr. McDermorr. Loaned to whom ? 

Mrs. Bernvor. To the Young Democrats for Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. In what form was that loan made? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Since we were very pushed for time because we had 
to make a newspaper deadline, the check was made out directly, with 
Mr. Purnell’s knowledge, to the Baltimore American. 

Mr. McDermorr. And a portion of that sum has since been repaid 
to your husband by the Young Democrats for Butler; is that correct ‘ 
Mrs. Bernpr. The major portion; yes, sir. I think it was some 

thing over 81,500, 

Mr. McDermorr. You stated in your statement that after Sena 
tor Tydings’ radio or television comment on this ad, you checked up 
on the accuracy of your statements. You had avail able to you a copy 
of the record. Did you do that personally / 

Mrs. Bernpr. A copy of the record I had by that time and I did; 
ves, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when you say you checked up, did you do 
that yourself, or did you confer with anyone else in connection with 
that checking up? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Oh, I asked one woman at home who is an emeritus 
professor of history, who is quite familiar with the whole thing, and 
she told me she thought it was sometime in May but I forget which 
witness had been questioned. 

Mr. McDermorr. You attended quite a few of those hearings? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Through the 1st of May, ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you present when this particular case was 
discussed ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. Mrs. Berndt, how many sessions of the Tydings’ 
hearings did you attend ? 

Mrs. Bernor. Mr. Becker, I could not say exactly. I was quite 
interested and came every time I had an opportunity. 

Mr. Becker. What was your purpose in visiting and attending thi 
hearings ¢ 

Mrs. Bernpt. They were purely personal reasons. I prefer not to 
«o into them, if it is all right with you, 

Mr. Becker. Surely. I am interested in your observations at these 
hearings. What were your observations / 

Mrs. Bernpr. Well, I think I made that f: urly pl: in in my st: itement 
and that is that I did not think the job that I as a citizen and other citi 
zens expected to be done was being done, and I would like to make it 
clear that in saying that I don’t mean that a number of people should 
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have been found guilty. What I mean is that I don’t think the truth 
was ever arrived at one way or the other. 

Mr. Becker. Now, that observation you made, and the opinion that 
you arrived at, was that typical of the sentiment of a number of people 
in Maryland that vou came in contact with 4 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes. I found some of my friends, and one of the 
labor papers, taxi drivers, women with whom I associated, 1 would 
say that the people who did not feel that way were in a very small 
munority. 

Mr. Becker. Was there a strong feeling that the committee inves 
tigation by Senator ‘Tydings, who was then chairman, was not per- 
forming its duties. and that sentiment created the feeling 
committee actually was a whitewash ¢ 

Mrs. Bernpr. | think, at least with the people with whom I came 
n touch, that so long as the minority counsel for so long a period 
was hot allowed to ask questions, and certainly senator Lodge's stats 
ments on that subject left no doubt as to his sentiments, and so long 


that the 


as Withesses were, or ratte I. all withesses were hot called, there Vis 


only one conclusion to come to, 


Mr. Becker. Mrs. Berndt, were you present when these actions 


took place, when the minor ity counsel was not permitted to ask certain 
questions ¢ 

Mrs. BeRNpt. | did not understand you, 

Mr. Bix KER. Were you present when this action took place 
part of the committee chairman, that the minority counse 
permitted to ask any questions / 

Mrs. Bernpr. I was there when the request was made that 
counsel be allowed to question the witness, and the perni 
denied. 

Mr. Becker. So that the way this ad, exhibit 2. 1s stated, 

ent that minority counsel was never allowed to question the 
you knew that to be a fact, based upon your own knowledge 

Mrs. Bernot. From March 8 through May 1, ves. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, the re was another statement 
you prepared, and it reads, “Re} publican counsel 
to closed executive sessions 

Were you present when that action took place ¢ 

Mrs. Bernpr. I met afterwards Mr. Morris, the Repub! 
who was not allowed to attend the session. I met him and was intro 
duced to him in <u senate corridor, and I heard him he himself 
say that Mr. Tydings had said that that rule would go for all other 
eXecutlve Sessions, 

Mr. Bc KER, How about the statement “Turn it over to the FBI, 

do something else with it’? You used the same words that were 
stated by the then Senator Millard Tydings. Did vou hear those 
words or read it in the record 4 

Mrs. Bernpr. That is in the record, part 3, that I say just shortly 
efore writing that ad I received. In fact, it was reading that 
fhat part that made up mis mind it would be a cwood advertisement. 
[t seemed to me, as I have explained, so typical of the — thing. 

Mr. Becker. Was the sentiment about the action of the committees 
kind of widespread 1 in — ircles in which you trave ‘led / 


Mrs. Bernor. Yes, s 
Mr. Barc KER, And were many of these people Demo rats £ 
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Mrs. Bernpr. Sir, there are not too many Republicans in Maryland. 

Mr. Becker. You were actively interested on behalf of the Demo 
crats prior to the 1950 election; were you not ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes, sir; at times, whenever I have been interested, 
T have offered to help other candidates. I have written radio speeches 
for them. 

Incidentally, I would like to make it clear that I have never taken 
as much as a torn-up parking ticket for any of it. I do it because I] 
am interested and because I think that that particular candidate or 
that particular thing, maybe a school-loan bill at the Maryland Leg! 
lature, is worth bac king, so I go to work. 

Mr. Becker. Mrs. Berndt, what, in your opinion, were the factors 
that led to the defeat of Senator Tydings in this election ? 

Mrs. Bernvtr. That would take a couple of days, Mr. Becker. I 
don’t think I can do it so quickly. 

Mr. Becker. Just briefly, give us some of the factors. 

Mrs. Bernot. Well, as I have said, the Tydings investigation cer- 
tainly influenced a lot of people. Another thing, I think that the tele- 
vision broadeasts that Mr. Tydings made during the primary had a 
certain reaction, not the one that Mr. Tydings expected, but in those 
broadcasts, at least my impression, and that of many of my friends, 
was that the gentleman protested too much. 

Then, of course, the television broadcast the night before the elec 
tion, in which he attacked that advertisement: There were a lot of 
people who heard it oo had exactly the same reaction, because they 
knew the ad, and, as I say, Mr. Tydings had nothing to say about the 
main portion, which was an exact duplic ate from his own record. 

Mr. Becker. You think the action on the part of Senator Tydings 
in the performance of his duties in that committee had a reaction 
among the voters in the State of Maryland? 

Mrs. Bernor. Yes; I certainly do. I also might add that I don’t 
think enough stress has been laid on the fact that people are trying to 
find out how the whole Maryland election went, and stress should 
have been laid on the fact that the labor unions, way back in last 
January and February, were very specific in their opposition to Mr. 
Tydings, and . think it was the Labor Herald that in January asked 
for, I think, it was a $2 contribution from each union member, just 
for the pa of helping to defeat him. 

Mr. Becker. And you believe that the labor unions, or labor organi 
zations or labor groups, were very much opposed to Senator Tydings, 
and opposed him in the election ? 

Mrs. Bernor. I could give no first-hand knowledge of that. All I 
can tell you is what I read. I read the labor papers, and that was in 
there, 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Berndt, have you read Senator Lodge’s minority report ? 

Mrs. Bernor. I believe I skipped through it, Mr. Hendrickson. | 
don’t have a copy, and I certainly hope to get one. 

Senator Henprickson. Are you familiar with it in a general way ‘ 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes. 

Senator Hrenprickson. I take it from what you have said that yo 
agree with Senator Lodge’s position in this whole situation 
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Mrs. Bernor. Yes, sir; I do. 

Senator Henprickson. Now, did you read a press account of Sena- 
tor Tydings’ interview with the press in the United States News, in 
which he summed up the reasons for his defeat ¢ 

Mrs. Bernor. Yes, sir: I did. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you agree with those views that he ex- 
pressed there ¢ 

Mrs. Bernpr. No, sir: I don’t. 

Senator Henpricnson. Then you think there were other things, 
there were other factors that were more responsible for his defeat 4 

Mrs. Bernpr. There were a lot of them, Senator Hendrickson. I 
lon’t think that Mary land is called the Free State for nothing. It has 

ippened many a time before that when officials seem to get out of 
ontact and out of touch with the people we just get rid of them. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you. 

Mrs. Bernpr. You are welcome. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smirn. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Berndt, do you feel that this ad and other printed material 
vere as effective as you thought it was going to be in the defeating 

of Senator Tydings / 

Mrs. BERNDT. Well, I Was sure that Mr. Tydings was von eo he 
efeated last summer. I think I stated what I wanted to see was as 
ge a majority as possible. How elfective any of it was I don’t 

KHOW, 

Senator Smrru. Do you feel that that ad you prepared did have 
ts effect in the election ? 

Mrs. Bernopvr. Well, I hope SO. I worked hard enough on it. 

Senator Smrru. | wondered if you felt repaid for the work or the 
mtribution that went into it. 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes; I do. 

Senator Smrru. You mentioned the labor vote as being a factor. 
Do you helhieve that the labor vote was elven to Senator Butler / 

Mrs. Brernopr. I don’t know. | don’t believe that anv check at all 
is been made on that. There is none that I know of. I do know 
iat from some of the editorials in the labor papers they certainly 
ere not sorry to see Mr. Tydings defeated, 

Senator Smiru. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. I certainly agree with you that all possible 
timulus should be given to individual private citizens to express 
hemselves in campaigns. I think the more people we have interested 
it, the better off our democracy will be. 

I am not as familiar with the hearings as I wish I were in the 
vestigation conducted by Senator Tydings. I wonder, in the light 
what has since transpired, and in clarification of the number of 
ives of testimony in which we have been told was asked by the 
Republican counsel, if you now feel that the statements at the bottom 
f the ad were entirely representative of the facts. 

Mrs. Bernor. Mr. Chairman, I think they were entirely representa 
ve of the facts for over half the sessions and, as I said, in spite of 

I since know, it would have been a very simple matter to asterisk 
ose statements and under it put, “From Mare h 8 through May 1.” 
Senator Monronery. Did your original copy contain this, just 1, 2 


is it appeared in the ad, that the Republican counsel was never al 
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lowed to question a witness? Was it that way when you wrote the 
original ad? 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronery. And then the second one, that the Republican 
counsel was never admitted to closed executive sessions / 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And you thought at least that you had verified 
th: at information as being an actual fact which, as it is represented 
here, was reflective of the whole investigation / 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes, sir, to the best of my knowledge, that was abso 
lutely true. At the time I wrote that, I would cert: ainly never know- 
ingly put anything in that was not true. 

I might also say. that due to the press of time, and it was quite a fac 
tor to get that up and out in about 5 days, that is the first time that 
[ have ever used any factual material that I have not carefully checked 
the basic sources on myself. 

Senator Monronery. But you were relying more or less on hearsay 
or other people's word | should say, not hearsay, but on other peo 
ple’s word—that this was an absolute factual statement, that Repub 
lican counsel was never allowed to question a witness 4 

Mrs. Bernpr. I Ke I explained that having seen and heard 
that through May 1, 1 just did not know, as a plain citizen, and I don't 
think : anybody ¢ a would know, that the rules would be c hanged that 
late and consequently 1 was under the impression that that was per 
fectly true. 

Senator Monroney. You did not have the full hearings at the time 
you prepared the ad ¢ 

Mrs. Bernor. No, sir 

Senator ees y. But part 3 you had, I believe vou said / 

Mrs. Bernor. I did not have any of them until after that. I don’t 
OWA cop \. | borro wed one after the ad came up. 

Senator Monroney. After it was out / 

Mrs. Bernor. Yes. 

Senator MoONRONEY. And the reason it was printed on the Sth of 
November was the limitation of time in preparing it. You had not 
thought to vet it up earlier in the campaign when it could have had 
| chance eto be discusst dl more fully ( 

Mrs. Bernor. Yes, sir 

Senator Monronery. It was just a matter of time? 

Mrs. Bernpor. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. In which you prepared it, about a week o1 
so before / 

Mrs. Bernpr. I started, I think it was the Monday—well, 8 days 
the Monday before the Monday before the election. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, it is hard to kee p those things in mind. 

Mrs. Bernpr. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. [Tsee. Mr. McDermott, do you have any ques 
tions ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Berndt, did you see this tabloid ? 

Mrs. Bernpr. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. That has been offered in evidence here ? 
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Mrs. Bernpr. No. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you see it at any time during the cam 
aig ¢ , 

Mrs. Bernpr. No, si 

Senator Hlenpri KSON. Or before the election 7 

Mrs. Bernor. No, si 

Senator Henprickson. Do you know anything about it / 

Mrs. Bernpr. Not a thing. Sir. This was mv 
indicating}. 

Senator Henpre KSON, SO you would not know whether it had 
nfluence in the campaign or not 4 

Mrs. Bernpr. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson, That is all, thank vou. 

Do you have any further questions, Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smirnu. No. 

Senator Monroney. May we thank you for taking your time to 
over here and viving us the benefit of vour views, 

Mrs. Bi RNDT. Lou are entirely welcome. 

Senator Monronry. Very well. We will be in recess until 2 


2 o'clock 
s afternoon. 


owh attempt 


iy 


OLE 


CON 


{ Whereupon, at 12: 50 p. M., the subcommittee adioul ned. to re 
vene at 2 p.m., this same day, ) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The hearing will come to order. 
Counsel will call the first witness. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Cornelius P. Mund 

Senator Monronry. Will you state your name, 

Mr. Munpy. Cornelius P. Mundy. 

Senator Monronry. Do you solemnly swear to tell 


} 
} 
! 


iwole truth, and nothing but the ti ith, so help you God ¢ 
Mr. Mit NbDY,. 1 do. 
Senator Monronery. Thank you very much, Mr. Mu 


| 


- the benefit of vour information and we apprec 


' 
A 


Mr. Munpy. Thank you, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF CORNELIUS P. MUNDY 


Senator Monroney. Do vou have a prepared statement, Mr. Mi 

Mr. Munpy. No: I have not, Senator. I am perfectly willn 
nswer any questions that are propounded. 

nator Monrongy. Thank you very much. 

All right, Mr. Me Dermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Thank vou, Mr. Chairman. 

Vill youstate vour full name and your legal residence, please. 

Mr. Munpy. Cornelius P. Mundy, 4713 Keswick Road, Baltimore, 
Mal 

Mr. McDermorr. And vou are a practicing attorney in the city of 
Baltimore, is that correct / 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir: that is correct. 

ir. McDermorr. I believe, Mr. Mundy, that you served the cam 

on, the recent senatorial campaign, of John Marshall Butler as its 
istered treasurer, is that correct / 


S5670 ol a4 
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Mr. Munpy. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you familiar with the fact that your name was 
filed with the State authorities in Maryland as treasurer of the 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. My name was filed with the State authorities. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom was that done ? 

Mr. Munpy. I think Senator Butler himself registered me as his 
campaign treasurer, with the secretary of state of Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time that you were appointed and registered 
as campaign treasurer, did you serve continuously in that capacity 
until subsequent to the election of November 7, 1950? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you as yet closed your books as treasurer 
rare you still serving in that capacity ? 

Mr. Munpy. Iam still serving in the capacity of treasurer. 

Mr. McDrermorr. I wonder if you would explain to the members 
of the subcommittee, Mr. Mundy, the procedure that you followed in 
vour office with reference to the accounting for funds, campaign funds 
received by Vou. 

Mr. Munpy. The checks would be received, in most instances, at 
the headquarters. The headquarters were in the Lord Baltimore Ho 
tel, about two or three blocks from my office, which is in the First 
National Bank Building. 

They would be sent from the headquarters to my office. In some 
instances checks would be sent to me directly. 1 would deposit all 
checks received in the only account, the only official account, In co} 
nection with this campaign that I had, which was in the First Na 
tional Bank in Baltimore. So that is about the way the checks wer 
received and that is the way they were handled. IT had that account 
only. 

My own thought was that my account there would give my con ea 
financial history in connection with this campaign: in other words, 1 
bank books would show my—all deposits and all disbursements. 

Mr. McDermorr. After your appointment as treasurer, I under 
stand that vou opened that official campaign account at the Firs' 
National Bank, and in what name was that account opened ? 

Mr. Munpy. It was opened in the name of Cornelius P. Mundy, 
treasurer of the John M. Butler campaign. I think that was the exa: 
description; either that or very substantially similar. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Now, in the course of that campaign, did you receive campaign co! 
tributions in your office ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. In some instances checks would reach me directly 
my office through the mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. I could clarify that question a little bit— 

Mr. Munpy. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr (continuing). By asking if you received campaig 
contributions in your office directly from the individual contributor ? 

Mr. Munpy. I don’t think that I received any in that manner. If 
so, it Was very, very seldom that I received any. 

Mr. McDermorr. The contributions to the campaign which y: | 
received then were sent to you from other sources, either John Ma: 
shall Butler's office or the campaign committee headquarters in t! 
Lord Baltimore Hotel: is that right ? 
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Mr. Munpy. That is correct. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, from time to time were campaign contribu- 
tions sent over to you from the office of Jon M. Jonkel at campaign 
headquarters at the Lord Baltimore Hotel ? 

Mr. Munpy. Were checks? 

Mr. McDermorr. Checks. 

Mr. Munpy. They were sent over from the headquarters, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. When those checks were sent over were they ac- 
companied by a cover letter? 

Mr. Munpy. As f: ras l recall, they were accompanied by a cover- 
ng letter. The letter would start off with my name, “We are enclos 
ng the following checks”—sometimes they would ask that I issue 
‘hecks in the same letter, but usually they were by covering letters. 
| have many covering letters at any rate which I have turned over to 
he investigator, most of them, if not all. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Mundy, I now hand you an exhibit which has 
been marked “Exhibit 77,” whie hisa certified copy of the r port of 
Cornelius P. Mundy, treasurer of John Butler campaign, covering 
receipts and disbursements made in connection \ ith the general elec 
tion of November 7, 1950, as filed with the circuit court of Baltimore 
City [handing document to witness |. 

Mr. Mundy, do you recognize that as a copy of the original report 
which you filed, in accordance with the statutes in the State of 
Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. This is a copy. In fact, I see the signature of the 
lerk of our eireult court, Henry Riperger. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have with you, Mr. Mundy, a copy of the 
reports of receipts and disbursements that you filed in connection 
vith the primary election ? 

Mr. Munpy. In the circuit court ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, I have a copy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that your _— copy ? 

Mr. Munpy. It is my only copy, but I will be glad to produce i 

Mr. McDermorr. If you would, please. 

I have now marked for identification as exhibit No. 78 a copy of 
he report of Cornelius P. Mundy “Treasurer of the John M. Butlet 
impaign, covering receipts and disbursements made in connection 
vith the primary election on September 18, 1950.” 

In those two exhibits, both your primary report and your general 
ection report, you have lis ted certain contributions and certain dis 
uursements. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does that listing of disbursements, as it appears— 
orrection; does that listing of contributions, as it appears in both 
f these re ports, constitute all of the funds that passed through your 
inds in connection with this campaign ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is correct: with this qualification, that possibly 
he second Senate report was filed after the second Maryland report, 

) that you might pick up some additional contributions in those 
iree reports. 

Mr. McDermorrt. That would have been contributions received— 
hat is the date of the filing of vour general election report ? 
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Mr. Munpy. The first report—well, to answer your question more 
specifically—the general election report was filed in the circuit court 
of Baltimore on November 27 of 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. And by referring to the exhibit there in front of 
vou, Mr. Mundy, could you tell use to what date contributions are 
included in that report ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. The last contribution in that report is on November 
24 of 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the date of the filing of the report, is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. No, sir; the report was filed 3 days after that. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. So that in the report filed with the Secre 
tary of the Senate there may be reflected some contributions which you 
received subseque nt to November 24 ¢ 

Mr. Mi NDY. There could be, ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. But are you satisfied that all contributions re 
ceived from the beginning of the campaign until November 24, 1950, 
are reflected, that passed through your hands, are reflected, in the two 
exhibits which you have before =. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir. “3 contribution oa I received went 
into my account with the | Nations al Central Bank in Baltimore, and 
was included in my reports. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now. the records of this subcommittee contain a 
number of exhibits in the form of checks that have been identified 
by earlier witnesses, and which have been introduced into the record. 
Some of those cheeks do not appear as contributions in vour re port. 

Without going through each of those checks individually, do we 
understand you to state that any checks that are in the file which do 
not appear in vour reports did not pass through your hands ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. I state that unequivocally. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Mundy, I now hand you an exhibit which 
has been identified in the record of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 
36. which consists of a photo copy of a report which was filed with th: 
Secretary of the United States Senate, signed by John Marshall 
Butler, and dated February 96, 1951. 

Included as part of that exhibit is a photo copy of a letter dated 
February 26, 1951, written by Jon M. Jonkel, and addressed to vou 

Now, in that letter, which is part of that exhibit, Mr. Jonkel refers 
to a list of contributions totaling $27,100. Was that list of co 
tributions re ported to vouatany time pr ior tothat date 

Mr. Munpy. Those contributions are not in my report. [ had no 
knowledge of them until maybe a short time before this letter was 
sent To me, 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Jonkel discuss with you the fact that 
he was going to send you such a letter asking that vou file a supple 
mental report ¢ 

Mr. Munxpy. No, IT had and have had no direct communication, 
and hardly any indirect communication, with Mr. Jonkel since the 
night of the gener: al election. I think I have seen him at one ol 
{wo dinners, so that he did not inform me that he was going to send 
this letter, but I think I received information indirectly that such a 


a letter would be sent to me. 
Mr. McDermorr. Do you -recall from whom vou received suc! 
; ; 


information. 
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Mr. Munpy. Well, I think it was from—not only think, I am cer- 
tain it was—from one of our distinguished lawyers in Baltimore, 
Isnos Stockbridge. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any discussion with Mr. Butler 
prior to the receipt of that letter, with reference to the contents of 
the letter / 

Mr. Munpy. No, I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Since receiving that letter in which Mr. Mundy- 
n which Mr. Jonkel requests that vou file a supplemental report re 
fleet Ing’ those contributions to the campaign of John Marshall But ler, 
have you filed such a supplemental report ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. No, Ll have not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you explain to us how you handled, 

unpaign treasurer, the matter of disbursements or the pavinent 
expenses in connection with the campaign / 

me. Mi NDY. Well, my communications were usually by tele 

vith the headquarters. They would Say that they w inted cl 
ertain amounts, and tell me the purpose 

| ee | pass upon the propriety of issuing those checks. is 
kept on my desk a copy of our M; a | Corrupt Practices Act, 

f there Was any que stion about the sliance of the cheek, ] would 
explain it to them, maybe re: me gc Usually the requests were 
proper ones, an 1c the chee ks woul 1 be iss ued upon th le reque st over th 


telephone from usually Mr. Jonkel or Mrs. Van Dvke over in head 
quarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then, would those— 

Mr. Munpy. And I don’t mean to imply that they made any 
proper requests, but they, at the beginning, were not familiar with t 
( ren Practices Act, so that I had to read different sections to the 

t different times. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

When did you first meet Mr. Jonkel, Mr. Mundy? Was that priot 
to your appointment as treasurer 4 

Mr. Munpy. Around that time. It was probably shortly after 
ward. Ithink Senator Butler told me that he would be in the eam- 
paign as a publicity man, and I think Mr. Jonkel called me, and we 
met at ainalite the Lord Baltimore Hotel, and we introduced our 
selves to each other. 

My meeting him there at that time was to make the necessary ar- 
rangements to open headquarters in the hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Then, in the interim between your first 
meeting and the election on November 7, did you have nearly daily 
contact with him, telephonically or in person ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Telephonically almost daily, yes. Now, personal 
ontacts, not verv much. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time of your first meeting with Mr. Jonkel 
or at any time subsequent thereto, did you ever have occasion to dis- 
uss with him the requirements of the Maryland statutes with refer- 
ice to the handling of funds, and your responsibility as treasurer 
of the campaign / 

Mr. Munpy. I had no such discussion with him during the first 
meeting, and the discussions usually centered around concrete cases 
that arose, so that I don’t mean to say that I ever generally expounded 

ie Corrupt Practices Act: when some question would arise. T would 


1 
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explain or read, maybe over the telephone, the pertinent section of 
our Maryland law, and then there came a time when I said, “I think 
you had better get”—I am not sure I said this to Mr Jonkel—I said it 
to someone in the headquarters—“I think you had better get pamphlet 
copies of the corr upt prac tices law over there.” 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be, and you are referring to, the 
corrupt practices law of the State of Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Of the State of Maryland: yes. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Did you have any discussion with him at any 
time with reference to the proc edure to be og tcp He connectiot 
with the handling of contributions received in his office 2 Did you 
set up any procedure for the transmission of ‘ori checks to you ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Well, the procedure that was set up was, as I have ex 


plained, when they received checks they would send them over to me. 


and very quickly that procedure was established. I don’t recall any 
specific discussions about the procedure, but that was more by impli 
cation maybe than asa matter of e xpress statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. At any time prior to the election were you eve! 
advised by Mr. Jonkel that he was making disbursements directly) 
from his office or that he was receiving checks and endorsing then 
and distr ibuting the proceeds of those checks to creditors / 

Mr. Munpy. I never had the slightest intimation of that until sey 
eral weeks ago. 


Mr. McDermort. In his testimony before this subcommittee earlier. 


in describing the procedure which he followed in his office, Mr. Jonke 
indicated that in these cover letters that he would send to you he 
would refer to checks that were enclosed, and in instances where he 
had made disbursements directly from his office, he would make refe1 
ence to the contributions that he had received and the disposition 
made of it. Did you ever receive such correspondence from him ‘ 
Mr. Munpy. I recall no such letter. Mr. Freed, one of the inves 
tigators who worked in my oflice, off and on, over a period of severa 
months, asked me about the covering letters, and I brought out, as 


I recall, some 49 of them, which were the ones that were there—maybe 


most of them—and turned them over to Mr. Freed. 

Now, I recall no such statement in my letters, and I would not hav: 
countenanced it. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. So that to the best of your knowledge you 
never were aware that this practice and procedure was being followed / 

Mr. Munpy. No; I had no knowledge of it at all. 

Senator Henprickson. Just to keep the record straight, you mad 
a statement, I think, that Mr. Freed “worked in my office.” You mea 
Mr. Freed had been an investigator of this committee. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; lam sorry; I did not express it accurately. That 
is right. Mr. Freed is an investigator, as you Senators well know, 
for this committee, and when I said he worked in my office, he came 
in quite frequently, and we turned over an adding machine and a typ 
writer so that for a while he seemed almost a part. of the organization, 
but he is not. 

Mr. McDermorr. In your report, your general election report, tha 
you filed, as amended, you show that you received a loan of $8,300 
from a Mr. C. E. Tuttle to the campaign fund. Has any portion of 
that loan been repaid at this time ¢ 
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Mr. Munpy. Yes.sir. Before you called me vesterday, saving that 
| could come today instead of next week, I had decided to pay 50 
percent dividends, so to speak, from my account. I had some, 1 think 
ibout, $10,000 in there yesterday, and 1 decided to pay Mr. Tuttle 
ialf of $8,300, $4,150, 1 think—my bad mathematics—and Mr. Lever 
ne, half of his, which was $8200, so 1 checked out to Mr. Levering 
s4,.100. I knew that I was comine over here, and I considered those 
payments perfectly proper, so the checks went out of my _ office 
vesterday. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Well, the payments are perfectly proper, Mr. 
\I indy, and the fact is that 50 percent of both of those loans have 
wen repaid, 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir: that is true. 

Mr. McDermorr. In the testimony given to this subcommittee 


y* ! l . 
HCUITN 1? ¢ Countel 


in. Fedder previously, he refrred to some dit 


eotlectin } 


@ a balance of some 81.500 that he claimed was owing 

m by the campaign comnuttee for work which he performed; and 

that connection he indicated that he and his attorneys had a visit 

th you in your office, at which time you read to them what pul ported 
o bea COps of a statement that he had previously fiven to a man 
hom he identified as Don Surine. Do you recall that incident / 

Mr. Munpy. Yes. I reeall Mr. Fedder’s comin 
| think, two attorneys, and, I believe, one friend, 
didn’t know him. 

i Ir. Me Dy RMOTT, | see, Llow cid that controversy with reference to 
the balance owing to Mr. Fedder arise / 

Mr. Munpy. I saw a photostatic copy, I think, signed by Mr. Fedder, 

which he admittec overcharging the Butler headquarters. I was 
old at that time we owed Mr. Fedder some $1.300 or S1400. Well. J 

is analyzing it as an ordinary prospective litigation, and I thought, 

hy make a payment to a man who admittedly has overcharged. I 
lon’t say whether he did overcharge or not. but I had that statement 
So I read the statement, this photostatic copy of Mr. Fedder’s state 
nent, to the attorneys, as I recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was a statement taken by Mr. Surine, 

that correct / 

Mr. Munpy. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did you acquire that statement / 

Mr. Munpy. That statement, with some other memoranda, both of 
vhich I turned over to Mr. Freed, was put on my desk, not surrepti 
tiously; IT just don’t know who put it there: I didn’t happen to be 

ere at the time. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And on that occasion of that visit you read 
from that signed statement, and also from the memorandum which 

‘companied it, is that correct 

Mr. Munpy. I think I read from the memorandum also, but I am 
ot sure about that. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Had vou received any other information, other 
han in that. statement taken by Mr. Surine, that there was any ques 
tion of overcharging by Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Munpy. No. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Subsequently was that balance of $1.300 and some 

uid to him ? 


to mv oflice with, 
at knew me but I 


] 


th) 
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Mr. Munpy. Yes, it was. IT issued the check to Mr. Fedder for the 
$1,300 or $1,400. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether in connection with the pay- 
ment of that balance to Mr. Fedder you requested the return of a let 
ter of guaranty that Mr. Butler he id previously given to Mr. Fedder / 

Mr. Mtunpy. I think there w: is probably some discussion of that. It 
was not the dominant thought in my mind, but IT think that I did tell 
Senator Bttler that I was going to pay the account, get ridof it. Twas 
then thinking of avoiding just being sued, and LT think Senator Butler 
said, “I have given him a letter of guaranty ; get t that back.” ; 

1 didn't get it back. My recollection is that one of the attorneys for 
Mr. Fedder told me that one of the investigators had obtained it, and 
T had promised to pay the bill, and it was not any fault of the attorney's 
that he could not produce the letter, so 1 decided to pay it; but getting 
the letter back was not the dominant idea in my mind. It was a bill, 
and I just thought it would not help Senator Butler and, selfishly, it 
would not help me if suit were filed. 

Mr. McDermorr. The fact that it was not the dominant thing ts in- 
dicated Ly the fact that you clid pay the bill and the letter was not re 
turned. 

Mr. Munpy. That i 

Mr. McDermorr. | 
Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Mundy, at the time that the Fedder bill was being 
questioned, he had an attorney named Mr. Braiterman? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes. Iam not sure of the exact name. I think it is 
Marvin Braiterman, as I recall it. 

Mr. Becker. Were there communications or letters or telephone 
calls, either to vou or to your office, about the balance due after the 
election day, do you recall that ? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes. there were. [think that after the first conference. 
they telephoned several times and wrote me a letter saying that [ had 
promised to give them word by a certain date, and I think it was a 
little difficult for them to reach me by telephone for 4 or 5 days or a 
week, 

Mr. Becker. Do you remember an incident, Mr. Mundy, just about 
that time, or before the break in the publicity, that Mr. Braiterman or 
Mr. Fedder, I do not know which one, said to vou, “It is getting hot.” 
without describing what that was all about, “getting hot” or words to 
that effect ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. My recollection of that is that Mr. Braiterman com 
plained a little bit, because it was difficult to get in touch with me 
I was in the office, but I just had quite a little to do. IT was not avoiding 
him either. So, I think I came downtown one Saturday to clean up 
some of my personal work, and he said that he wanted to see me that 
morning. and I suggested that we meet the following week, and he 
said something to the effect that it, the matter, was under investigatio! 
or had become a matter where public attention had been focused on it. 
There was no publicity as far as I know at that time; and in making 
those remarks, I do not mean to cast any reflection on Mr. Braiterma) 
because he was representing his client. 


- : the letter was not returned. 
ave no further questions at this time, Mr. 


rl 
h 
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Mr. Becker. But were some words to the etlect that I have just 
mentioned indicated to you previously that he said something, “The 
thing is getting hot,” or words to that effect / 

Mr. Mt NDY. | think probably Mr. reed had been in to see him, and 
I think that prior to that Mr. Freed had been in to see nie, maybe 
once or several times, 1 don’t know. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, if Mr. Freed was there about that time, 
would that have been in December—I am not trvinge to fix the time. 
but it would have been just either before or after the publi ty broke 

this matter / 

Mr. Munpy. Well, the conversation that I just related with Mr. 
Braiterman probably occurred within a week or two weeks 

ued the che k to I dder, ‘| heat woul | be the only way tha 

x tl faq y accurate cate. , 

Mr. DECKER, Let tne see il | can fix it. 

Have you a record of what you paid Mr. Fedder by 

If the records, Mr. Mundy—and [am reading s 
sa ledger sheet ot Mr. Fedde show that a heck es Py i wa 


wid, would that refresh your recollection as about the per od of time 
that you may have had the conversation with Braiterman, in othe1 
words, that conversation would have been prior to the payment of this 
check 4 

Mr. Mr NDY. Yes, that is correct, Of course, the hest evidence of 
the date of the pavimnent would be niy check itself, but I don’t have 

ie canceled check: but I have no reason to doubt that record. 

Mr. Beexer. The reason I am trying to place the approximate dat 


of the conversation with Braiterman is that conversation would hav 


1) prior to the pavinent oft the check by you of S1.525.07 on Decem 

r 26 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Becker. So that if this was prior to any publicity or am 

knowledge of any investigation, then are you sure that Mr. Freed was 
those conferences at that time / 

Mr. Munpy. Mr. Freed was not in any conference, not with Mr. 
ledder in my office. Now, he may have been in to see Mr. Fedder priot 
to the day when Mr. Braiterman intimated that the thing was being 
nvestigated. IT recall that Mr. Braiterman came into the office: we sat 
together. It was a Saturday morning, I am almost certain, it was 
quiet, and he told me that the thing was under investigation, and he 
was somewhat disturbed about it. I said—I don't know whether | 
am speaking my own real thoughts or not ] Suppose it Was, well, ] 
said, “I have been through a lot of things before.” | was having in 
mind having been in the United States attorney's office in Baltimore, 
so that it did not disturb me too much, and by that time I had decided 
to pay the bill. It was before any publicity. As far as I know now, 
with respect to the radio, I just don’t listen to it. 

Mr. Becker. So that the conferences vou had with Mr. Braiterman 
when he made certain remarks that it was getting hot, whatever re 
marks he made in substance or in form similar to that, were made 
prior to the time that the bill was paid to Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Munpy. That is correct. Mr. Becker. 


ht 
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Mr. Becker. And if it turns out to be the fact, that there was no 

publicity at that time—at the particular time that he made that state- 
ment, you would have had no knowledge of any investigation, would 
vou, Mr. Mundy ? 
" Mr. Munpy. No, unless possibly Mr. Freed had been in to see me 
pra to that. But I can say this categorically. I did not pay that 
bill because I was frightened of publicity, not that I relish it, but I 
paid the bill because the man said the bill was owed to him, and I] 
didn’t want to have any suits filed. 

Mr. Becker. Well, Mr. Mundy, I just want to—— 

Mr. Munpy. I am sorry. 

Mr. Becker. I am not trying to pin you down. 

Mr. Munpy. I am sorry. 

Mr. Becker. Iam trying to bring out a fact. Actually, I think, the 
record will show that the first time there was any publicity in the 
matter was on a Drew Pearson broadcast about December 25, and the 
ensuing newspaper publicity, the record shows, did not take place unti! 
shortly thereafter, so that the conversation with Braiterman about 
“it getting hot” was prior to the time of the payment of the check, 
which also would have been prior to any publicity. 

Mr. Munpy. I think you are entirely correct about that, Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. That is the point I am trying to make. 

Mr. Munpy. I think you are entirely correct on that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to show 
that I believe—do you recall your visit with me, Mr. Mundy, in mid 
December ? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, I do remember your coming. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that preceded any visit that you received 
from Mr. Freed ? 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you fix this conversation on the occasion of 
my Visit with you! I also visited Mr. Braiterman in connection with 
Mr. Fedder, and can you fix that conversation now with reference 
to my visit with you? 

Mr. Munpy. Mr. McDermott, I cannot, but you were in before Mr. 
Freed, there is no doubt about that. I think maybe by several weeks 
or possibly longer than that, yes, you were, that is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Just one other question, Mr. Mundy: In connection 
with the Fedder bill or any other bills that you may have seen and 
made any payments on account, were there any evidences to show that 
there may have been some independent payments made other than by 
yourself on those particular bills? 

Mr. Munpy. Now, I received bills sometimes directly when they 
closed the headquarters in the Lord Baltimore Hotel, quite a few bills 
were left in my office. It might be that if those bills were se oe 
they would show payments made by others than by me. I wasn’t : 
that time checking those bills with disbursements made by me, so that 
in fairness to others that could be revealed by bills. 

In fairness to myself, I never had any knowledge until several week 


ago that bills were being paid by others than me. b 
Mr. Becker. No further questions. Thank you very much, M: 
Mundy. Ct 


Senator Henprickson. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 
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Senator Smirn. Mr. Mundy, you mentioned someone in Baltimore, 
in attorney, I believe, someone who told you about the supplemental 
report contr ‘ibutions, I did not get his name. 

Mr. Munpy. Senator Smith, his name is Enos Stockbridge. He is 
. very outstanding and very wise Baltimore lawyer. Now, since | 
have mentioned his name, Mr. Stockbridge has been acting altruis 
tically, without compensation, to be an adviser to anybody that calls 
on him for advice. He is one of those just very wise persons, so that 
e was the one who first told me—I think this is the statement I made 

-about the moneys that were received by Mr. Jonkel and not turned 
ver to me, disbursed by him. 

Senator Smiru. Did he play a conspicuous part in the Butler cam 
wign throughout the campaign ? 

Mr. Mt NDY, No, ho, 

Senator Smiru. Was there any reason that he had to know about 
he supplemental letter of contributions before you did ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. The supplemental letter ? 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Munpby. Well, Senator Smith, if I may say so, I and other 
friends of Senator Butler’s suggested that we have someone in whom 
we all had complete confidence to discuss these problems with us: 
ind sometimes I would be in my own office, without the benefit of 
iny counsel, answering questions or making decisions that had some 

effect on the Republican Party, which were beyond my authority, so 
that another friend of Senator Butler’s and I made that suggestion 
to Senator Butler: and J originally made the suggestion to Senator 
Butler in this form, knowing that the investigation was imminent. 
said, “I think that we ought to have some accountant go over my 

ccounts so that any of these questions about any possible discrepan 
ies can be handled by an accountant. 

Senator Butler said that my accounts 08 been scrutinized by the 
Federal investigators, and there would be no question about them, 
so that since I have mentioned—I had to mention Mr. Stockbridge’s 
name in answer to questions—since I have mentioned his name, let 
me say that he is a very highly respected attorney in Baltimore, and 
was not active in the campaign, not that there would be any discredit 
ibout it, but was not a very active person. He came in afterward. 

Senator Sairu. Did he serve as a liaison man or counsel, in other 
words? Was he the man you had in mind when you suggested that 

you have a counsel ? 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, Senator, ves. 

Senator Smiru. Was that the reason why he knew about this pos- 
ibility of this supplemental letter of contributions that you did net 
now about ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is true. 

Senator Smiru. That would be the reason. He would have contact 
vith the headquarters as well as with you and Senator Butler ‘ 

Mr. Munpy. That is true. So, please let me emphasize that any 
thing that I said should not be received as a criticism of Mr. Stock- 
bridge, because we just don’t criticize Mr. Stockbridge in Baltimore. 

Senator Smirn. Did he give you other information through the 
unpaign or was that the only incident ? 

Mr. Munpy. Now, recently, Senator? 

Senator Smirna. Through the campaign. 
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Mr. Munpy. Oh, no; no. 

Senator Smiru. Or recently, any time? 

Mr. Munpy. Well, not through the campaign. But I have seen him 
frequently recently. 

Senator Smrrn. About the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. About the campaign and about this investigation, but 
not during the campaign at all, to my knowledge, I mean. His office 
is right across the street from mine, but there is no concealment of the 
fact that since the investigation has been on, I thought that there 
should be somebody who was acting as sort of a coordinator, to bring 
out the true facts, so that there would not be merely a matter of saying, 
“Well, we are innocent.” It would be a matter of preparing a case, 
just as vou prepare a case when you go into court. 

enator Smiri. Did he tell you how he knew about this letter? 

Mr. Mtunpy. Pardon me, Senator ¢ 

Senator Smrru. Did he tell you how he knew about this letter of 
these additional contributions? 

Mr. Munpy. Well, I think that he knew about it when Mr. Jonkel 
filed the letter before this committee, as I reeall. 

Senator Smirnu. That is the first knowledge he had of it, do you 
know ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. I don’t know his first; he might have had some little 
prior knowledge. 

Senator Smrru. That is when he told you about it? I am trying to 
determine in my own mind when he went to you and how he happened 
to do it, rather than having Mr. Jonkel come directly to you. 

Mr. Munpy. I was having no contact at all with Mr. Jonkel; I mean, 
not by desire as a result of any studied plan. I just have no reason to 
be in touch with him. 

Now, I don’t know when I first—well, I first knew about Mr. Jonkel’s 
letter when it reached me, and then I immediately telephoned Mr. 

McDermott, and he told me that it had been filed that morning, and 
I sent my telegram to Mr. Jonkel the day that his letter reached me. 
I suppose my telegram is in evidence here, and then I sent Mr. Jonkel 

. letter on the same day telling him now—I don’t say this as far as 
i. Jonkel is concerned—but I refused to file the supplementary re- 
port because, as I conceived my duty as the treasurer, it is to report 
for moneys received and disbursed by me, 

Senator Smrru. When did Mr. Stockbridge tell you about the lette1 
coming in’ I understood you to say that he told you before it was 
filed with the committee, or before it came to you. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; that is right, Senator. He did tell me sometime 
prior to the actual filing. But I don’t know exactly how long; pos 
sibly a couple of days or something of that sort. If I have not 
answered that fully 

Senator Smirn. I cannot quite follow it. Perhaps I do not ask the 
right questions, but I cannot quite understand when you got the word 
from Mr. Stockl ridge, and how you happened to get it, how he hap 
pened to be in touch with this letter or with. Jonkel, who was pre 
paring the letter, before he came to you. You knew the letter was 
coming to you before it came? 

Mr. Munpy. That is right. 

Senator Smirn. And through Mr. Stockbridge ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is right. 
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Senator Smiru. Two or three days? 

Mr. Munpy. I received some intimation it would come. I thought 
maybe there might be a change in plans on it, but I suppose that Mr. 
Stockbridge had been in conference with Mr. Jonkel probably. 

Senator Smiru. He did not tell you how he knew it / 

Mr. Munpy. Well, Senator, I don’t remember too de‘initely, but I 
think probably that was what happened. When Me. Stockbridge 
was 1n the office he told me in no uncertain terms that there were 
some, as I recall the figure then, something around S$27,000—at any 
rate, he mentioned a sizable amount that did not pass through my 
account. 

Now, I think that he received that information from Mr. Jonkel. 

Senator Smiru. But he did not tell you that he received it from Mr 
Jonkel ? 

Mr. Munpy. He might have told me. 

Senator Suivi. It would be natural for you to ask him 
knew about it. 

Mr. Munpy. That is ri@ht. He might have told me that he received 
tfrom him. I think that he was in conference with Mr. Jonkel ove 
here in Washington. 

Senator Smirg. Thank you very much. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. You are not sure of that fact tl hough ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Well, Senator, I am not absolutely certam of 
course, he could answer better than I, and I don’t want to make : 
statement that is not fair. 

Senator Henprickson. That was your assumption / 

Mr. Munpy. Pardon me? 

Senator Henprickson. That was your assumption. 

Mr. Munpy. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have further questions, Senator ¢ 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, | have some questions. 

Mr. Mundy, you have been very high in your praise of Mr. Stoc 
bridge. Tmight say that I understand the members of the Baltimore 

ir are equally high in their esteem of vou, as a member of standing 

your profession in Baltimore. 

Mr. Munpy. Thank vou very much, Senator 

Senator Hh NNING s. I think it is also apparent to this committee 

at vou have behaved most commendab l\ as the authorized treasure! 

] the Butler e amp align in undert: aking to fulfil] vou r duties under the 
iw. 

I think that Senator Smith was undertaking to clarify something 


hat I also had been dubious about. and pel haps the other members ol 

he subcommittee, too. [I do not want to labor the point, but the letter 

from Mr. Jonkel to you, under date of February 26, 1951, which has 

i eee many checks tot: aling some S27.000 that are listed. was followed 
ya letter from you to this committee. 

“Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrnes. In which you properly—I say that in fairness 
to the subcommittee, Mr. Jonkel, and to yourself—felt that these let- 
ters and telegrams should be brought to the attention of the committee. 

Now, you wrote Mr. Jonkel under date of February 27—I am sure 
you understand that Iam not undertaking to refute or to confuse any 
of the testimony that vou have given—but am I correct in understand 
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ing, Mr. Mundy, that there was no conversation between you and Mr. 
Jonkel before Mr. Jonkel addressed that letter to you ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is correct. 

Senator Hennrnes. Enumerating the checks / 

Mr. Munpy. That is completely correct, Senator. 

Senator Henninos. Yes. I am not cross-examining you; I am just 
trying to get it straight. 

Mr. Menpy. I would be delighted to have you question me. That is 
comple te ly correct. 

Senator Hennineos. Yes. 

Mr. Munpy. I regretted that Mr. Jonkel sent the letter to me be- 
cause it obliged me to make the reply that I did. 

Senator Hennines Yes. 

Now, Mr. Mundy, you had a balance, a campaign balance, of about 
311,000. 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, Senator; yes. 

Senator Hennines. And during the period that you acted as treas- 
urer in the late stages of the campaign were you aware that consider 
able effort was being made to raise substantial sums of money 

Mr. Munpy. Toward the latter part of the campaign ¢ 

Senator Hennrnes. By a group other than a group reporting to you 

can. paign treasurer. 

Mr. Munpy. No. I was not aware of that, Senator, but I would 
not be aware, and I say this in fairness to everybody, I would not be 
aware of all the activities with regard to raising money. 

Senator Hennines. But weren't they, as they do in most campaigns, 
calling upon you occasionally to find out how much money you had in 
the treasury for certain expenses / 

Mr. Munpy. I was getting calls like that almost every day from 
headquarters. 

Senator Henninas. Yes: I am sure all treasurers do. 

Mr. Munpy. Overdrawn by thee hour, and on the verge of it. 

Senator Hennines. And the $11,000 or some odd, re presented by 
your ultimate balance in the bank, came in very late in the campaign, 
I ti ake it / 

Mr. Munpy. Well, ves. Senator, I think that was largely due t 
those loans that I made about a week after the election. The two 
loans, totaling $12,500 were made on the Monday following election 
I think. 

Senator Hennines. That was to pay some outstanding bills? 

Mr. Munpy. That is true; yes. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes. 

Mr. Munpy. At that time we owed quite a few trade creditors, fo: 
want of a better word. 

Senator Hennings. So then you reimbursed those from whom yor 
borrowed with the $11,000 more or less ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Well, Senator, that was used to pay off quite a few 
general creditors, outside creditors, so to speak. 

Now, as of yesterday I have a balance of $10,000. Those outsicd: 
creditors were paid off quite a long time ago. Now, yesterday, as | 
said, I checked out two amounts. 

Senator Hennines. You knew nothing then of the activities o! 
money raising from any of the individuals, I am sure, listed in M: 
Jonkel’s letter to you? 
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Mr. Munpy. Senator, I knew nothing about it, directly or indi- 
rectly. 

Senator Henninas. No, sir. 

Mr. Munpy. I had not the slightest intimation of it. 

Senator Henninos. Did you give Mr. Jonkel advice during that 
period of time relating to the requirements of law in the listing of 
campaign contributions and expenditures ? 

Mr. Munpy. During the ee Senator ¢ 

Senator Henninas. Yes, si 

Mr. Munpy. Senator, I bork | at various times read over the tele 
phone sections of the law to them, showing that all moneys should pass 
through the treasurer and should be disbursed by the treasurer. 

Senator Hennrnes. You read such excerpts from the Maryland la 
to the individuals at the headquarters ? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir. 

Now, I won’t say that T read them at all times to Mr. Jonkel. Many 
of my conversations were with this young lady over at the headquar- 
ters. But I do recall definitely not long after I became treasurer ] 
suggested to them that they eet copies of the C orrupt Practices Act. 

Senator Henninas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Munpy. Now, at that time I was thinking of the Maryland law. 

Senator Hennings. And you did so advise Mr. Jonkel as to 
these - 

Mr. Munpy. To the various provisions of the Maryland law. 

Senator Henntnas. Yes, sir; relating to receipts, contributions. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes. I would be most spec ific on the rece Ipts part and 
the disbursements section. In fact, they are underlined in my copy 
of the code in Baltimore because that is the one I had ver \ frequen ntly 
to refer to. 

Senator Hennines. Did you ever see the tabloid paper From the 
Record, Mr. Mundy ? 

Mr. Munpy. I did, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. Well, let me fix the time then, if IT may. Did 
vou see it before the election / 

Mr. Munpy. Tam almost certain that I saw it on the Saturday night 
preceding the election. I was out at the apartment of a friend of mine 
with my wife and he received information over the telephone. He 
happens to be a very ardent Democrat in Baltimore. Please don’t ask 
me to mention his name. 

Senator Hennines. You associate with them occasionally, do you? 

Mr. Munpy. He happens to be one of my closest friends in Balti 
more or elsewhere. He received in formation from—let me say 
merely—a high Democratic source that there was such a tabloid. He 
told me—mzy first question was, “Is it over my name?” He said, 
“No.” 

Well, now, I went home and if Iam not mistaken, there was one on 
he porch that night. If not, I did see it Sunday, and I looked to see 
whether my name was on it. Fortunately it was not. 

Senator Hennines. And you were pleased to see that your name 
was not on it, I take it ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is one of the few delights I have had in this cam 
palgn. 

Senator Hennines. And you were not asked, Mr. Mundy, to draw 
nv checks from your funds to pay for the printing of From the Record 
o far as you know? 
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Mr. Munpy. Well, now, Senator, I did issue a check after the cam- 
paign to the Young Democrats for Butler, I think, in the amount of 
about $1,300 or $1,400. I had no knowledge that I was paying—— 

Senator Hennines. That was after the campaign ? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes, sir. That was after the campaign. 

Senator Hrennines. Mr. Mundy, you were never asked before the 
conclusion of the campaign to issue a check in your official capacity 
as treasurer for this specific publication known as From the Record 4 

Mr. Munpy. No; I was never so asked. 

Senator Hennines. Andas treasurer you were never consulted about 
the publication ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is entirely correct, Senator. 

Senator Hennings. For this literature. Thank you, sir, very much. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Mundy, no discussion was ever had in 
your discussion of preparations prior to the Saturday night before 
election with respect to the tabloid ? 

Mr. Munpy. Not the slightest, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. And no requests have been made to you for the 
financing of it? 

Mr. Munpy. No requests directly, indirectly, in any manner at all. 

Senator Monroney. After the election was over the money that did 
flow from your treasury to the Young Democrats for Butler and to the 
distributor, did come out of your campaign treasury, at least a part of 
the funds, for the distribution ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, sir. Of course, I checked out, I think, 
$1,500, 81,400 maybe, to the Yoong Democrats for Butler, but not 
knowing it was in payment of this tabloid. 

Senator Monroney. This was after the campaign ? 

Mr. Munpy. Oh, ves. 

Senator Monroney. After the issuance of the tabloid, so that there 
was nothing that you could have done, as vou have said—you heartily 
disapproved of the tabloid idea, and were glad your name was not 
connected with it. 

Mr. Munpy. Delighted. 

Senator Monronry. That it was merely a debt that apparently had 
been incurred. Was it explained to you by whose orders that debt had 
been incurred / 

Mr. Munpy. I was—Mrs. VanDvke came over to our law library 
and went over some unpaid bills. [Tam pretty sure she was the one, 
and she told me we owed the Young Democrats for Butler some money. 
Now, | happened to know John Purnell, and I think he might have 
come up that day, and i was not told what it was for. I issued a check 
to the Young Democrats for Butler. 

Senator Monroney. But you were not advised even after the cam 
paign that that was the money that was going out ? 

Mr. Munny. No, no. On the day I issued the check I had no know! 
edge it was being used for that purpose. 

Senator Monroney. That it was Mrs. VanDyke who advised you 
it Was money owed by the campaign to the Young Democrats ? 

Mr. Munpy. I am almost certain that is correct. That is my dis 
tinct recollection. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Jonkel had never asked you in any way 
about it or said that it was money that the campaign owed ? 
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Nr. Munpy. No: Senator. I think I had no conversation with 
Mr. Jonkel on that point at all. 

Senator Monroney. Your statement to Senator Hennings about the 
$11,000 loan was merely an effort to fund the outside obligations that 
were owed to the trades people to clean it up and get it in one bunch 
so that you could then go about retiring the indebtedness which had 
been funded by these two loans / 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, Senator. 

Senator MOoNRONEY. It did not represent new money In the cam- 
paign but merely a centralization of the money. 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, sir. 

Senator Monroney. During the last week or 10 days, where most 
of the alleged short-circuiting of the procedure occurred, were you 
available, were you in town at that time ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Yes: I was in town during from the time that I was 
treasurer, appointed treasurer, which might have been in July maybe 
August, I was in town during the entire time, with the exception of 
about a week after Labor Day, and then I was down at Ocean City, Md. 

Senator Monronry. But you were on hand in the last 10 days of 
the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. I was; ves. 

Senator Monroney. Were you at vour office regularly, maintaiming 
regular oflice hours / 

Mr. Munpwy. Every day. 

Senator Monroney. I believe vou said that the office was only two 
or three blocks from the John Marshall Butler headquarters 4 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. Following the regular routine which had been 
established for depositing the moneys through you and receiving or 
disbursing, you were available at that time, as you had been earlier ? 

Mr. Munpy. I was available. 

Senator Monroney. There was no more difficulty in finding you ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. No. 

Senator Monronry. No reason, so far as you know, that it became 
necessary to short-circuit the regular campaign treasurer set-up ‘ 

Mr. Munpy. I was available at all times. 

Now, some Saturdays I would not come downtown, but I could be 
reached. I was available at all times. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Now, the moneys that vou received from Mr. Jonkel would be sent 
over each morning or at a regular period to you? 

Mr. Munpy. Well. ves. I think they would be sent over, Senator. 
almost as soon as they arrived at headquarters, because we never car- 
ried much of a surplus. 

Senator Monroney. Isee. Was there any time in which they would 
notify you sp letter that the had received mone vy and that they had 
disbursed i but to please make a record of the transaction, without 
the money cieaiee passing through your hands ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. There was no such notification which was ever made 
to me, 

Senator Monroney. I see. I had understood that and maybe I am 
mixed up on the testimony, that that was a part of the system that 
they either sent the cash or if they—I mean, the checks—or if they 
did not send the checks, they notified you up to the last week or 10 

85670—51 35 
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days that they had received the contributions; that they had been spent 
to pay bills, and would you make a record of it. 

Mr. Munpvy. Well, no, Senator. Let me correct that impression, 
if I may. No such information was ever given to me that moneys 
were being received and disbursed by others. I assumed until severa! 
weeks ago that all the moneys spent passed through my account. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Mr. Munpy. I recall—well, there is no use prolonging it. I hav 
never had any knowledge of it. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Mr. Munpy. And the investigator who spent most of the tim 
checking my records and accounts had all these, I think all of these. 
covering letters which I think were turned over to Mr. McDermott, 
and there is no letter to my knowledge that says “We received a cer 
tain amount of money but did not deposit any in your account. W) 
disbursed it”; because, as far as I am concerned, I am speaking now 
for myself only, so far as I am concerned, as treasurer, that would 
be in conflict with, at least, the Maryland Corrupt Practices Act. 

Senator Monroney. Were you ever notified that you would los: 
radio or television time if you had not made available the money im 
mediately ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. No; I was never so informed. 

Senator Monroney. And you never refused to make availab| 
money for scheduled broadcasts or for television shows wheneve: 
asked / 

Mr. Munpy. No; whenever asked and whenever I had the money 
I made it available. 

Senator Monronery. I was wondering, when you were asked at 
time when a regularly advertised broadeast was to take place, and 
the money was not on hand, if you had te— 

Mr. Munpy. No, Senator; I don’t recall any such instance. 

Senator Monronry. You were able to meet those urgencies / 

Mr. Munpy. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Was there any notification that you receive 
from Mr. Jonkel that there were urgent bills pending that just had 
to be cleaned up in order to get out printing or necessary campaign 
material in the last 10 days ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. I don’t recall Mr. Jonkel’s ever saying such things to 
me. Isuppose they were short of money. I know that I was short of 
money, so that w ould make them short of money. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Munpy. Presumably. 

Senator Monroney. But you were not told that there were certai! 
things that, unless they were met within the hour or the day, that 
there would be a serious campaign failure ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. No; I was never given that information, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. I see. Thank you very much. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Mundy, were you ever contacted on the 
golf course at any time during the campaign by the Butler head 
quarters ? 

Mr. Munpy. One Saturday that I recall I was playing golf, and a 
check was needed. It was getting close to 1 o’clock, and I was on thie 
way home. I made arrangements to write the check and have some 
body call for it. I recall that incident definitely. 
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Senator Henprickson. Mr. Mundy, as a voter in the State of Mary- 
and and as a laborer in the vineyard in the Butler campaign, the But- 
ler for Senator candidacy, what is your opinion of this From the Ree- 

crd? What effect did it have on the campaign? Did it hurt the But- 
er campaign or did it help it? 

Mr. Munpy. Oh, Senator, I don’t really know that my opinion 
would be of any value on that point. I really don’t know. 

Senator Henprickson. You said in your testimony that you were 
ery happy or indicated that you were very happy that you had no 

art in this, that it did not appear over your name. I just assumed 
from that remark that you didn’t feel that this would be very helpful 
to any candidacy. 

Mr. Munpy. Well, Senator, as to the part it had in the success of 
Senator Butler, my opinion truthfully would be of no value. I mean, 
t might have had a very small effect or no effect. Some people might 

ive been influenced to vote for him by it, some against him. My 
opinion would not be of any value. 

As I understand it, it came out the last few days, but I just wouldn’t 

uit to express an opinion on it. 

Senator Henprickson, But you were not pleased with it when you 
saw it. 

Mr. Munpy. Well, in mv own opinion, for what it 1s worth, it was 
tupid; it was puerile, it was in bad taste. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Mundy, although you have lived, I take it, 
n Maryland most of your life- 

Mr. Munpy. About 25 years, Senator. 

Senator Hennings (continuing). You are like many of us, you do 
ot profess to expert knowledge as to what turns the tide in elections. 

Mr. Munpy. [am more on the neophyte side, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. And a good many of us will always remain on 
the neophyte side insofar as that is concerned, if we do not have 
clairvoyant or omniscient powers. 

Now, just one more question, if you please, Mr. Mundy: Did Mr. 
Jonkel ever complain to you that you were inaccessible and thereby 
made it difficult for him to transfer checks to you or to have checks 
drawn by you? Did he ever made such a complaint ? 

Mr. Munpy. Well, now, in fairness to Mr. Jonkel, I would not be 
it the campaign headquarters. I never promised to spend any time 
en I did not want the job at the beginning. I don’t think he ever 

nade any complaint. During that four or five or possibly a week’s 
time that I was out at Ocean City, I think I did impede the activities 
for 24 hours or maybe a 48-hour period. I had really intended to 
leave some signed checks. I forgot to do it. I had intended that one 
of my law partners would pass on the propriety of issuing the checks, 

but L would have signed them. I forgot to do it. 

Senator Hennineés. That was in September ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That was in September, after Labor Day. 

Senator Hennings. The first week or so in September ? 

Mr. Munpy. I think probably the very week following Labor Day. 

Senator Henninos. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Mundy. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, I have a question which may be 
redundant, but I would like to get it asked so as to get it clear in my 
own mind; if you had been asked to make the decision on the printing 
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and distribution of that tabloid, From the Record, what would have 
been your answer ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. May I take a look at it, Senator? I know I should 
be very familiar with it. 

You do not mean this picture, do you—the composite / 

Senator Monroney. The composite. 

Senator Smrrn. I mean the whole publication, the whole tabloid. 
Would you have said “Yes” or “No,” on the final decision to print and 
distribute it in the Butler campaign / 

Mr. Munpy. Well, I don’t see—— 

Senator Monroney. The composite is at the lower part. 

Mr. Munpy. Right. Now, I am not familiar—I have never read 
this. It is so easy to say that you would do the right thing in retro- 
spect, and I do not want to put myself in that position. 

As to the composite picture, I would never have authorized that for 
several reasons. One reason is that Senator Tydings is a friend of 
mine; and also that I don’t think it is effective campaigning. 

Senator Henprickson. That is what you meant when you said 
“stupid” ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. That is what I meant. 

Senator Smiru. I rather gathered you did not think it was ethical, 
in your previous statement. 

Mr. Munpy. Well, confining my remarks to the composite picture, 
that is what I intended, the meaning I intended to convey. The lit- 
erature part, the text, I just have never read it. 

Senator Smiry. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becxer. | have one question, sir. 

Mr. Mundy, when Mr. Freed was in your office you gave him a num- 
ber of letters of transmittal from the John Marshall Butler cam 
paign headquarters to your office. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; that is r ight. 

Mr. Becker. And you turned those letters over to the committee 
and they were photostated. I just show you, I think there are 49 or 
50 letters- 

Mr. Munpy. About 49, I think, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Let us see if those were the copies of the letters that 
you referred to in your testimony. 

Mr. Munpy. I think they are, Mr. Becker. I see that most of 
them are addressed to me, so I am sure they are. 

Mr. Becker. Do you know whether Mr. Freed took all the letters 
that were in your office and made copies or left some there ? 

Mr. Munpy. Well, Mr. Becker, I think this would be most of them, 
but I would not want to say it is all of them, because, as he would 
ask for different things, I would go through my files and pull them 
out. These were all that I happened to see at that time. 

Mr. Becker. You gave him access to these records, and he took out 
that which he wanted? 

Mr. Munpy. My eo is that on this particular occasion he 
told me what he wanted. I asked my secretary to go through the 
files and get them, and when he came in L handed these to him. | 
don’t think he pulled these out himself. 

Mr. Becker. I offer the 49 letters as one exhibit for the record to 
show these letters of transmittal from campaign headquarters. 
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Senator Monroney. They will be received. 

(The documents referred to were received and are on file with the 
subcommittee, exhibit No. 83.) 

Senator Henprickson. What is this for, for the purpose of show- 
ng the actiy ity of the account ? 

Mr. Becker. For the purpose of showing the system of the checks 
urnect over to Mr. Mundy by the campaign headquarters. 

Senator Monronry. Do you have any further questions, Mr. 
Becker ¢ 

Mr. Becker. No. 

Senator HenpricKson. I have no questions, 

Senator Smiri. I have no questions. 

Senator Henninas. No questions, 

Senator Monroney. Most of your disbursements. in fact all of 
your disburse ‘ments were aD the interests of the John Marshal] Butler 

unpaign, were they not. In the general election ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Well, all of them, Senator. I was not handling any 
other campaign funds. 

Senator Monroney. I mean you were not intermingling your funds 
with the Republican State committee or the Republican candidate 
tor Governor 4 

Mr. Munpy. No: I was not. 

Senator Monroney. You represented strictly expenditures made 
in behalf of John Marshall Butler? 

Mr. Munpy. That is true, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. But some of the material probably that you 
para for did allude to the other candidates and to the rest of the 
Republican ticket, 

Mr. Munpy. Yes: I think so. 

Senator Monroney. So far as you know none went in as funds, 
dollar funds, transferred to the Republican campaign organization ¢ 

Mr. Mcunpy. No: Tam sure not, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. | see. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Hennines. No further questions. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have some. 

Mr. Mundy, I believe you were appointed treasurer of the John 
Marshall Butler campaign sometime in early July, is that approxi- 

ately correct / 

Mr. Munpy. That is approximately correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time was there much of a campaign 
organizational set-up or were vou the first campaign official / 

Mr. Munpy. Well, at that time there was hardly any organization 
| up. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have a campaign manager at that time ? 

Mr. Muwnpy. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall discussing with Mr. Butler the 
iulvisability of arranging for the services of a campaign manager ? 

Mr. Munpy. I reeall asking him who was to be his campaign man- 
ager at an early stage, and I think he told me at that time he had 
tried to get someone but had been unsuccessful. I remember that 
conversation. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, shortly following that conversation, do you 
remember coming to W ashington with Senator Butler to—~— 

Mr. Munpy. Shortly—— 
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Mr. McDermorr (continuing). Somebody’s office? 

Mr. Munpy (continuing). Shortly after he asked me and I agree 
to serve as campaign treasurer, I came to Washington with him; ves 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you go when you came here ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. I think you are alluding to—Senator Butler, as | 
recall, asked me to come to W ashington. 1 think he said we ar 
going to meet several Senators. As a matter of fact, we did mee! 
Senator McCarthy in Senator McCarthy’s office. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Where did you go when you came to the Senat: 
Office Building ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. To the Senate Office Building ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Munpy. I think we first went in the gallery of the Senate, and 
I have some recollection of having—that we were supposed to meet 
some Senator that we did not meet, and then we went to Senato: 
McCarthy’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. And during that time was there just you an 
Senator Butler, or you and John Marshall Butler? 

Mr. Munpy. Well, when we got—oh, just the two of us came ove: 
from Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; Senator Butler and I came over from Baltimore. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And you met Senator McCarthy off the floor 
the Senate / 

Mr. Munpy. I think we met in his own suite‘in the Senate Building, 

Mr. McDermorrt. In his office ? 

Mr. Munpy. That is right, in his office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there anyone else present at that time? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; there was the : attorney who was representing tli 
minority side on the Tydings committee, I don’t remember his nani 

Mr. McDrermorr. Mr. Robert Morris? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; that is who it was, and maybe some others. | 
think his secretary. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would that be Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Munpy. I think it was Miss Jean Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you spend time in discussion in his office, 
Senator McCarthy’s office ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Yes: we were in there for, it was probably about 
o'clock, and we may have been there for about an hour, and then had 
dinner together. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Then during that time was the sul 
ject of campaign manager discussed or the need for a campaig 
manager ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. No; it was never discussed. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you discuss during that time the conduct of 
Mr. Butler’s campaign ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Well, that was a very early stage, there was some ge! 
eral discussion about it, but no definite plans made, or anything lik 
that. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was with Senator McCarthy and Robert 
Morris? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then when you left the office where did you go! 

Mr. Munpy. We had dinner. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Was that at a public restaurant ? 

Mr. Munpy. No; it was in some small hotel. 1 don’t remember the 
hotel. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Was it an apartment hotel? 

Mr. Munpy. It was an apartment hotel, and we had dinner in the 
dining room of that hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you and Mr. Butler spend the balance of the 
evening in someone’s apartment in that building ? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; in that same apartment in which we had dinner. 

Mr. McDermorr. Whose apartment was that ? 

Mr. Munovy. I think it was probably the apartment of Mr. Morris. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who was present during that—did you spend the 
entire evening together ¢ 

Mr. Munpy. Until maybe 10 o’clock, somewhere around there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall who was present during that time? 

Mr. Munpy. Well, Senator McCarthy and Mr. Norris, and another 
couple came in and left. I don’t know, they seemed to be just casual 
visitors. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, do I understand that as of the present time 
all your bills have been paid, your campaign bills? 

Mr. Munpy. Yes; all that I recognize as bills, with the exception 
that there is still a balance due on those two notes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. With the exception of the balance owing to Mr. 
Tuttle and Mr.—— 

Mr. Munpy. Let me see. Then there is a question as to whether 
we owe the McKeldin group some money for joint expenses, because 
there came a time when the headquarters were more or less amal- 
eamated, and then, oh, one other loan. 

Mr. McDermorr. But with those exceptions, substantially all of 

our accounts payable have been satisfied 4 

Mr. Munpy. That is correct. 

ei McDermorr. Now, in these conversations, telephonic or per- 
onal, that you had with Mr. Jonkel, can you tell us that you specifi- 
| ily recall advising him of the Maryland law requiring that all funds 

iss through the hands of the designated treasurer / 

Mr. Munpy. Well, most of my conversations along that line would 
be with either Mr. Jonkel or Mrs. VanDyke. There came a time 

hen she would telephone me quite frequently. 

Now, IL told them definitely that they should get copies of.the Mary- 

und practice on elections. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson / 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Mundy, could you tell this committee 

lat the total expenditures of the campaign were, up to date, or have 
been up to date, including the $27,000 which was not listed in your 

count, 

Mr. Munpy. Well, Senator, I am not sure that I could give you 

accurate figure on that. Now, let me see, my two Senate reports 
how expenditures of $63,000. That is the total shown on the two re- 
ports. And since then some money has been checked out to these 

called trade creditors, which might be another $3,000, $4,000, or 
85,000, something of that sort, so that exclusive of the $27,000 figure, 
would not go so very much, I think, over that $63,000 figure. 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 
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Mr. Munpy. But my reports would have to speak for themselves. 

Senator Henprickson. So that with the $27,000 which has since 
been reported to the Secretary of the Senate, the total would be about 
$90,000; is that right 4 

Mr. Munpy. Well, I think approximately that; yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you very much. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker, do you have any further questions / 

Mr. Becker. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smiru. No questions, 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hennings / 

Senator Hennings. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott ¢ 

Mr. McDrermorr. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Mundy. We ap 
preciate your coming over here, and thank you for giving us suc! 
excellent information. 

Senator Henprickson. I think that Mr. Mundy is to be compli 
mented. 1 think he has made a splendid contribution, and that hi 
has contributed a lot to the clarification of the record in reconciling 
the items that have been bothering us. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. We appreciate your coming upon such 
notice. 

Mr. Munpy. And ay I thank the committee for its courtesy, 

Senator Monroney. Yes. Thank you. 

The committee will stand in recess until 10 o'clock Tuesday morning. 

(Whereupon, at 3:40 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned, to recon 
vene at 10 a. m., Tuesday, March 20, 1951.) 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 20, 1951 


UnItep STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PriviLeGes AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washinaton. Ee: e. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:15 a. m., 
n room 318, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney, 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney, Hennings, Smith (Maine), and 
Hendrickson. 

Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward 
A. McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing of the subcommittee will come to 
order. 

This record will show that a quorum of the committee is present. 

Will counsel call the first witness, please. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. David Wolk, please. And, Mr. Galloon, 
you may be seated alongside Mr. Wolk. if you care to do SO). 

Senator Monronrey. Wi!] you raise your right hand and be sworn, 
please, 

Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
Inge but the truth, So help you God ? 


Mr. Work. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DAVID WOLK, ACCOMPANIED BY MR. GALLOON, 
ACCOUNTANT FOR WOLK PRINTING CO. 


Senator Monroney. Thank you for coming here. We appreciate 
your coming here and giving this committee the advantage of your 
testimony. 

Mr. Work. You are welcome. 

Senator Monroney. Wiil you please sit closer to the microphone. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, the record will show that Mr. 
Galloon, who is accountant for the Wolk Printing Co., of which Mr. 
Wolk is proprietor, is present with the witness. 

Now, will you give us your name and address, Mr. Wolk. 

Mr. Wonk. David Wolk, 2706 Classen Avenue, Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. Baltimore, Md. ? 

Mr. Wouk. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your business, Mr. Wolk? 

Mr. Work. Printing business. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you operate that business in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Work. In Baltimore, yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. What is your trade name? 
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Mr. Wok. The Wolk Printing Co. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, I understand, Mr. Wolk, that you did, « 
your firm did, certain printing of campaign materials in connection 
with the recent senatorial campaign of John Marshall Butler in th 
State of Maryland. 

Mr. Work. Yes, we did. 

Mr. McDermorr. From the records that you have available, the 
records of your company, can you tell us the total value of the wor! 
which you did for the campaign ? 

Mr. Work. Yes. We did $7,756.44. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that represented the printing of miscella 
neous literature and materials; is that correct / 

Mr. Work. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And your billing on all of this material was to ths 
John Marshall Butler headquarters in the Lord Baltimore Hotel; 
that correct / 

Mr. Woik. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. With whom did you deal in connection with this 
work, so far as the representatives of John Marshall Butler were 
concerned / 

Mr. Work. I dealt with Mrs. Van Dyke and Mr. Jon Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have occasion to deal with anyone else / 

Mr. Wouk. No, I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, with the exception of an adjustment in you: 
billing price of $250.50, I understand the total of the charges that you 
have given us was paid to you by the campaign committee; 1s that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Work. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. How were those payments made? 

Mr. Work. Well, they were made in various forms, in different 
amounts on the dates that I have here. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have available a record showing the dates 
on which payments were received and the amounts thereof ? 

Mr. Work. Yes, I have. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the conclusion of your testimony, Mr. Wolk, 
we will admit that in the record for the information of the subcom 
mittee. 

Was a substantial portion of that bill paid by checks? 

Mr. Work. They were all checks, except one payment, which was 
made in cash. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Was one payment in cash ¢ 

Mr. Work. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were those checks on the John Marshall Butle: 
campaign fund signed by Mr. Cornelius P. Mundy, the treasurer ? 

Mr. Worx. Yes, they were. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you explain to the subcommittee the cit 
cumstances of the cash transaction ¢ 

Mr. Wouk. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr, What was the amount of that payment? 

Mr. Woik. The amount was $1,700, 

Mr. McDermorr. And when was that $1,700 in cash paid to you? 

Mr. Work. It was paid November 1. 

Mr. McDermorr. 1950 ¢ 

Mr. Work. 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom was that $1,700 in cash given to you! 
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Mr. Wotk. Mrs. Van Dyke gave it to me at the headquarters office. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. What type of bills did that cash pay- 
ment consist of ¢ 

Mr. Work. I would like to have that question again. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the denomination, or what were the 
lenominations of the bills? Were they large bills ¢ 

Mr. Woik. They were $100 and $50 bills. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you give her a receipt for that $1,700? 

Mr. Work. Yes, I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And other than $1,700, do you recall receiving any 
other payments toward your invoice in cash 4 

Mr. Work. No. That was the only cash payment. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. And that was for $1,700 ¢ 

Mr. Work. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, the records of the subcommittee 
how, and this record also may show that the records of Cornelius P. 
Mundy, official treasurer of the John Marshall Butler campaign, re- 
(lect payments to the Wolk Printing Co. in a figure approximating that 
iggested by Mr. Wolk’s testimony, except that this cash payment of 
“1,700 does not appear, and the record as filed does not reflect such 
| payment as having been made by the treasurer to this creditor. 

I have no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any questions, Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. No questions, Senator. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hendrickson, do you have any 
questions ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. | have no questions, Mr. Chairman. Thank 
you, 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith, do you have any questions / 

Senator Smirn. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings, do you have any questions / 

Senator Hennings. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. And I have no further questions. 

Thank you very muc *h, Mr. Wolk, for coming before us and giving 
is the adv: untage of your testimony. 

Mr. Wok. You are welcome. 

Senator Monronry. You may call your next witness, counsel, 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Ray Kiermas. 

Mr. Chairman, there will be a slight delay, as Mr. Kiermas is not 
n the room. 

Senator Monronry. Will you give us your name, please. 

Mr. Kirrmas. My name is Ray Kiermas. 

Senator Monronry. Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
vhole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you. We appreciate your coming be- 
ore the committee to give us the advantage of your testimony. 

(The Wolk Printing Co.’s account with John Marshall Butler 
Headquarters referred to by Mr. MeDermott was received by the 
ommittee and is on file with the committee as exhibit No. 70 a.) 


TESTIMONY OF RAY KIERMAS 


Mr. McDermorr. I believe you have a prepared statement ? 
Mr. Krermas. Yes. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You may read it. 

Mr. Kiermas. My name is Ray Kiermas. On the afternoon of 
Saturday, November 4, 1950, I contacted William Fedder relative to 
doing some work, which aaa aul of writing and stamping post cards, 
Mr. Fedder agreed to do the job. 

On the afternoon of the next day, Don Surine and I drove to Balti- 
more, Where we met with Mr. Fedder at a restaurant. At this time 
LT advised Mr. Fedder that Don Surine or someone would be contacting 
him during the night to pick up the finished post cards. 

Mr. Fedder stated that in view of the fact that he would be working 
all night on the job he could be contacted at his home, where he would 
be taking short naps occasionally. 

Mr. Fedder also stated at this time that it would not be necessary 
for anyone to pick up the cards, as he could be trusted to mail them. 

l explained to Mr. Fedder that Don or someone would take care of 
the mailing, and that he, Fedder, would not be credited for the finished 
cards that we received from him 

Senator Monroney. You mean that he would be credited; don’t 
you! 

Mr. Krermas. That what? 

Senator Monroney. That he would be credited only for the finished 
cards ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That is right; ves. 

As Don Surine and I drove back to Washington, I asked Don to 
check this operation carefully in view of Mr. Fedder’s insistence that 
he be allowed to mail the cards himself. 

Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Kiermas, will you give us your present ad. 
dress, please / 

Mr. Krermas. 5157 Thirty-third Street NW. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is Washington, D, C./ 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your present occupation, Mr. Kiermas? 

Mr. Kiermas. I am employed in the office of Senator Joe MeCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your position in that office / 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, 1 don’t have any title that I know of. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, are you secretary, or clerk, administrative 
assistant, or what? 

Mr. Kirrmas. No. My job is to take care of the huge amount of 
mail that comes into the Senator’s office. I work with the mail, prin- 
cipally, contacting agencies, and so forth, 

Mr. McDermorr. How long have you been so employed? 

Mr. Kiermas. Four years, approximately. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have been continuously in the employ of 
Senator McCarthy in the United States Senate for the last 4 years; 
is that right? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right; ever since the Senator has been down 
here. 

Mr. McDermorr. Are you on the Senator’s regular payroll? Are 
you paid through the Senate Disbursing Office ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was your previous employment before your 
association with Senator McCarthy in his office here? 
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Mr. Ktermas. I had been in business in Wisconsin—Shiocton, Wis., 
and Stevensville, Wis. 

[ still own a frozen-food locker plant and meat market at Shiocton, 
Wis., and I have a manager who —— it for me. 

Mr. McDermorr. During the 4 years you have been employed in 
Senator MeCarthy’s office, have oan been paid over that period of 
time by Senator McCarthy # 

Mr. Krermas. Yes—that is through the disbursing office, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Have you received payments during that 
time from anyone else ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Not that I reeall. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall having received any payments dur 
ing that time from anyone else in connection with your services in 
Senator McCarthy’s office 4 

Mr. Kiermas. I have no recollection. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when did you first become identified with 
the recent senatorial campaign of John meena Butler? You refer 
in your prepared statement to the fact that on Saturday, November 
!, you contacted William Fedder. Was that your first connection 
with this campaign ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. As well as I can recollec ts yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr, Now, how did you contact Mr. Fedder on 
date / 

Mr. Krermas. By telephone. 

Mr. McDermorr. And where were you when you made that call? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall if [ was at my home or from where I 
called. 


Mr. McDermorr. Now, was that call made on the nig f Fry 


November 35, or was it made Saturday, November 4? 

Mr. Kirermas. I believe it was on Saturday. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Are you positive of that ? 

Mr. Krermas. I could not be positive of it, but IT am certain that 
it must have been on Saturday, as well as I can recollect. 

Mr. McDermorr. As well as you can recollect 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you don’t recall where that call was made 
from ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. No; I don't. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could the call have been made the evening of 
Friday, November 34 

Mr. Kirrmas. I don't believe so. 

Mr. McDerermorr. All right. Now, whose instructions were they 
that you should make that call? What told you to eall him? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t remember. As I recall, someone gave me 
| believe it was, i my memory serves me right, someone gave me his 
business card, or just a little card that had his name and address on 
it, and asked me ae contact him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who would that someone be? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now 

Mr. Krermas. It might have been Mrs. Rex Lee, or possibly Bob 
Lee, or maybe Don Surine. ; 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now, this is the first contact you had with 
this activity, and you made a long-distance call to Mr. Fedder in 
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Baltimore, but you don’t remember at whose request or suggestion 
that call was made? 

Mr. Krermas. No; I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. What discussion had you had with reference to 
this post-card transaction prior to your call to Mr. Fedder? Were 
you aware that such a transaction was being handled ?¢ 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t understand your question. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, were you aware prior to this call to Mr. 
Fedder that post cards were being addressed, and that this problem 
was being experienced / 

Mr. Kiermas. Oh, ves, yes: yes, | was aware of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. With whom did you discuss that? Who gave 
you that information ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t remember who gave you that infor 
mation ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Where did you have your conversations with Mr. 
Lee, if you had conversations with Mr. Lee? Was he in your oflice / 

Mr. Krermas. No; I don’t believe so It was probably a telephone 
eall. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Where would you have had your con 
versations with Mrs. Lee, if you had conversations with her about this 
matter ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That would probably be on the telephone also. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you don’t remember exactly with whom you 
had these conversations ? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, when you called Mr. Fedder in 
Baltimore, what arrangements did you make with him, or what was 
the substance of that conversation which you had with him ? 

Mr. Kerroas. I asked him if he could do the job. 

Mr. McDermorr. What kind of a job was that ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, it had to do with the stamping, addressing, and 
writing a short message on approximately 50,000 post cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. ee you have those post cards available then ? 

Mr. Krermas. No; I don’t believe so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where were they at that time, at the time that you 
made that call? 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe they were at the Lee’s. 

Mr. McDermorr. At what? 

Mr. Krermas. At the Lee’s residence. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the Lee’s home? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Ali right. Now, in that discussion that you had 
telephonically with Mr. F ‘edder about this work, you wanted him to 
do, did you discuss prices ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes, I believe I did discuss price with him. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the price that you discussed with him, 
do you know ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t recall ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall whether it was $15 or $20. I don’t reca!! 
that. 
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Mr. McDermorrt. He was to be paid $15 or $20 per thousand for the 
‘ards which he addressed and on which he wrote the messages ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make arrangements with him for the 
payment to him of the amount which he ‘would earn under such an 
irrangement ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, I might have told him that he would be paid for 
them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Well, how was he going to be paid? Did 
you have the funds available to pay him ? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall whether I had the funds available 
presently, but I was asked to call him and I called him, and I just 
assumed that the funds were available to pay him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, when you had this conversation with 
this as yet unidentified person who suggested that you call him, did 
you discuss with that person how this work was to be paid for, and 
where the funds were coming from ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. No: I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had no discussion about that ? 

Mr. Kiermas. No; not that I recall, at least. 

Mr. McDermorr. But they delegated to you the responsibility of 
making the necessary arrangements with Mr. Fedder to do the work 
if he could: i is that right ; 

Mr. Kiermas. To make the call and ask him if he would. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. At that time were you aware of the fact 
that cards were being addressed here in Washington ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Fedder ask you something about the 
nature of the work that he was expected to do and how long it might 
tuke ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you discuss with him the rapidity with 
which the cards were being addressed and mess: aged here in Washing- 
ton ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. I may have. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, did you? 

Mr. Krermas. Well, I don’t recall. 

Mr. McDermott. You don't recall? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Whether you did or not ? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom was that work being done here in Wash- 
ngeton / : 

Mr. Krermas. By volunteers, so far as I know. 

Mr. McDermorr., I see. Did you arrange for those volunteers? 
Did you have any connection with them ? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you had this telephone conversation 
with Mr. Fedder: that was your first contact with him, was it? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you arrive at a meeting of the minds 
on this transaction at this time. Did you reach an understanding, 
or did he eall you back ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. He called me back. 
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Mr. McDrrmorrt. I see. And what was the reason for that? Did 
he indicate that he would see what personnel he could line up? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did he call you back ? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t remember, probably a half or three-quarters 
of an hour later. 

Mr. McDermorr. About a half hour later he called you back? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did he reach you when he called you back / 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall whether he reached me—whether he 
called me back at our office or whether he called me back at my home. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t remember where that call was received / 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. What time of lay was that ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I would say perhaps it was about 7:30 or 8 o'clock, 
along in there some place. 

Mr. McDermorr. That he called vou back ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was a half hour after your call to him, 
so you would have called him then about 7 or 7:30, is that right? The 
first time. 

Mr. Kiermas. It seems to me that I called him I had several 
telephone conversations with Mr. Fedder. and it seems that I called 
him the first time much earher than that. but nevertheless he called 
me back about a half hour or three-quarters of an hour after that, 
after I called him the first time. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was not when you understood he would do 
the work, on that first call: is that right / 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDerermorr. So he called you again later at 7:30 or 8 o’clock 
and said that he had been able to make certain arrangements and do 
some of this work ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you learned that in your telephone con 
versation with Mr. Fedder, did you instruct him to come over here 
and pick up the cards ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. I believe he agreed to come over here and pick up 
the cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. There was some discussion about his getting 
the cards, wasn’t there ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. You mean as to whether he would bring them ove: 
or 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes: that is right; or whether you would bring 
them over. 

Mr. Krermas. Or whether I would take them over. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Mr. Krermas. I believe I asked him which he preferred, that I bring 
them over or he would pick them up, and I believe he agreed to come 
over and pick them up. 

Mr. McDermort. Did he agree to do that promptly following your 
call? Was that your understanding ? 

Mr. Kiermas. | believe SO; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you subsequently then obtain some of these 
cards to turn over to Mr. Fedder for the work he was supposed to do / 
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Mr. Ktermas. Yes; in the meantime. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you pick those up ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe I got these from the Lee’s residence. 

Mr. McDermorr. The Lee’s residence / 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermott. Where did the Lee's live, or where do they live ? 

Mr. Krermas. In the southeast section of Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. After this final conversation with Mr. Fedder at 
which he agreed he would be able to help you with this work, you 
went from wherever you were at that time to the Lee's house and 
picked up the cards; is that mght ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. As well as I can remember: ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. As well as you can reme icles: 

Mir. Kuermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there anyone with you at that time / 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, do you recall whether you were alone 
or whether there was someone with you! 

Mr. Kirrmas. Possibly my wife rode along with me, 

Mr. McDermorrt. I see. 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you deliver the cards to Mr. Fedder ¢ 
Where did you meet him / 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe I left the cards right in my ear, and Mr. 
Fedder picked them up from my car, just outside the building. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, is that the police entrance to the Senate 
Office Building / 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

_Mr. McDermorr. Were you alone at that time, or was Mr. Surine 

ith you when you he anded those cards over to Mr. Fedder / 

“Bie Krermas. I don’t recall whether I was alone at the time or 
whether Mr. Surine came on the scene later. 

Mr. McDermorr. What time of the day was this? 

Mr. Kiermas. ‘This was, I believe, on Saturday night. 

Mr. McDermorr. ‘That would be Saturday, November 4, at about 
what time ? 

Mr. Kiermas. | ossib ly 9 or 10 o’eloe “ke i in there some p lace. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. And your car was parked outside the police 
entrance to the Senate Office Building, and Mr. Fedder came over 
from Baltimore and met you there, and you turned the cards over to 
him; is that right ! 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many ecards did you deliver to him at that 
[ me ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Enough to cover the job and I believe there was an 
overlap, I would say possibly 60,000 cards. 

Mr. McDermorr, Did you give him stamps at that time? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes; 1 did give him some stamps at that time. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Did you give him any money at that time? 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe I did. I don’t recall the exact amount. 

Mr. McDermort. Do you recall how many stamps you gave him? 

Mr. Kiermas. No: I don’t. I don’t know if it was enough stamps 
to cover the whole job I had given him at that time or not. It may 
have been. ’ 


S567T0 D1 





548 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. McDermorr. Did you have a record of the number of stamps 
you gave him and the number of cards you gave him 4 

Mr. Krermas. I may have had, but I don’t recall it. 

Mr. McDrrmort. You don’t recall having had any record of the 
number of stamps you turned over to Mr. Fedder / 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. You say you gave him some money. How much 
money did you give him, and in what form was that? 

Mr. Krermas. I wouldn't recall in what form it was, whether it was 
in cash or—— 

Mr. McDermorr. How much was it? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall the amount. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t recall the amount ? 

Mr. Krermas. I could not say specifically. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it $50? 

Mr. Krermas. It may have been, yes. I remember it was just a 
token amount. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it in cash? 

Mr. Krermas. I believe so. I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. You believe it was in cash ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. From whom did you obtain that money that you 
gave to Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t remember. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Kiermas, you don’t remember any of 
this information I am asking you. You don’t remember who gave 
you the money to give to Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Krermas. No, I don’t. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t remember ? 

Mr. Krermas. I can say that truthfully, I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Did you take a receipt from him for that money ’ 

Mr. Krermas. Well, it would be the natural thing to do, and I 
assume that I may have taken one. 

Mr. McDermortr. All right. To whom was the receipt payable, 
to you or in whose favor was it made out ? 

Mr. Krermas. I couldn’t honestly answer that question. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t know ? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you do with the receipt, if you took 
one? Who did you give it to? 

Mr. Krermas. I might have put it in my pocket, or handed it to Don 
Surine, I don’t know. I don’t recall what I did with the 1 receipt. 

Mr. McDermorr. If you took one. 

Mr. Kiermas. If I took it; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, this transaction was on Satur 
day night, you say, about 10 or 10: 30% 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. This was a meeting out here at the police entrance 
to the Senate Office Building ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Recalling that transaction and the fact that you 
gave Mr. Fedder money, and the fact you may have taken a receipt 
back from him, and the fact that you gave him’ 50,000 or 60,000 cards, 

and the fact that you gave him some stamps in an amount you do not 
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know, do you now recall whether you were alone at that time or was 
there anyone else with you ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. I believe Don Surine was there. 

Mr. McDermorrt. You believe Don Surine was there with you 4 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so, I believe I stated before that Don Surine 
either came to the scene or was there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you previously told Mr. Surine that you 
were going to meet Mr. Fedder at the Senate Office Building to turn 
the cards over to him? 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would that have been subsequent to your last 
telephone conversation © ith Mr. Fedder, before his drive over 
for that purpose ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, some time in there 
him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Now, did you convey that information to 
him in person or did you call him and tell him that? 

Mr. Krermas. Well, I believe I would have conveyed it to him in 
person. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Where were you when you did that? 

Mr. Krermas. Possibly in our office. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Possibly in your office ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. So then knowing that now, does that refresh your 
recollection, and do you feel that you were in your office when you 
received the call from Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Kiermas. The last call that we had ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Kiermas. I may have been. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, if you received that call at home, and you 
then gave that information to Mr. Surine at the office, it would have 
been necessary for you to come from your home to the office and tell 
him that, and then go down to the Lees and pick up the cards; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. At the same time I lived in the southeast section. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; but if you had that conversation with Mr. 
Surine in person at the office, subsequent to Fedder’s call, and you 
received that call at home, then you would have had to come down here 
to the office and tell him that; wouldn’t you ? 

Mr. Krermas. There was quite a time lapse between the time I 
talked to Mr. Fedder and the time he came down here. 

Mr. McDermorr. In that interim you advised Mr. Surine that Mr. 
redder was coming over and was going to meet you at the police 
entrance to the Senate Office Building; is that correct ? 

Mr. Kiermas, I believe so; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your best recollection is that he was then present 

vhen you had this transaction with Mr. Fedder at the police entrance 
to the Senate Office Building, when you turned the cards and stamps 
and money over to him? 

Mr. Krermas. If you mean that he was down there with me / 

Mr. McDermort. Yes. 

Mr. Krermas. I would not recall, but I believe he was there at the 
time that Mr. Fedder was loading the cards into his ear. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now, this was Saturday night. Did you have a 
call from Mr. Fedder on Sunday morning reporting the progress that 
he was making on the addressing of these ards? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t re ‘member, but I may have had; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any ar rangements with Mr. Fedder 
to furnish you the status records as to how he was getting along with 
his work ? 

Mr. Krermas. I may have. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, this was November 5, and the election was 
November 7, and you were interested in getting these cards out very 
promptly; were you not 

Mr. Krermas. That is true. However, I discussed that with him 
before he left here that night. too. 

Mr. MceDermorr. But you may have received a call from him on 
Sunday morning in which he reported the progress that he was mak 
ing with his work: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. Yes: I may have. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, if vou had such a conversation, do you recal| 
whether in that conversation he told you that the work was proceed 

ing more slowly than he had origin: ally anticipated / 

Mr. Kirrwas. Yes: he may have said that. 

Mr. McDrermorr. He may have said that? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time was there any discussion about a 
bonus payment, an additional payment to be made if the work could 
be speeded up, or if it could be continued ¢ 

Mr. Krernas. I don't recall whether I made him. whether I offered 
him a bonus at the outset or at that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. But there was a bonus discussed in one convers: 
tion or another ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. I believe it was discussed at the 
outset, 

Mr. McDermorr. Did vou make arrangements then in that con 
versation on Sunday morning to go to Baltimore that night to pick 
up the work that was finished by that time’ That would have bee: 
the night of November 5, Sunday night. 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, I made arrangements to see him that afternoon. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. And you made arrangements with 
Mr. Fedder then in that conversation that you would go up to Balti 
more in the afternoon and pick up the finished cards; is that right 4 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you go to Baltimore at any time on Sunday, 
November 5, to pick up the cards that had been addressed ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. I went to Baltimore, but not for that purpose. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, you went to Baltimore when ? 

Mr. Krermas. On Sunday afternoon. 

Mr. McDermorr. About what time Sunday afternoon? 

Mr. Krermas. Oh. I believe it was about 3 or 4 o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. And who went with you on that occasion? 

Mr. Kiermas. Don Surine. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you take your car or Don’s ear? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t remember whether it was mine or Don’s. I 
believe it was Don’s. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You say you went up there but not for the purpose 
of seeing Mr. Fedder. Why did you go to Baltimore on Sunday? 

Mr. Kirrmas. Oh, I went for the purpose of seeing Mr. Fedder, 
but you said if I was going up there to mail cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. I asked you if you were going up to pick up the 

ecards that had been ade lressed, that had been completed. 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, that might have been a part of it: ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. Why else were you going up there to see Mr. 
Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. To see how he was coming along. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you got to Baltimore, how did you 
vet in touch with Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I called his home. 

Mr. McDermorr. You called his home / 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

* McDermorr. Where did you call from ? 

*, _Krermas. A restaurant. 

McDermorr. Would that have been at Herman’s lunchroom ? 
KiermMas. | would not know. I am not too familiar with it 
It was restaurant, and I don’t know who owned it. 

. McDermorrt. I see. But it was a restaurant in Baltimore ? 

Kiermas. That is right. 

ra McD RMOTT, Now, did vou ask Fedder to meet ‘vou there? 

*. _Kiermas. Yes. 

* McDermorr. And did he meet vou there / 

' _Kiermas. Yes, 

: Mi Ly RMOTT, And on the occasion of that meeting 
have been on the evening or night of Sunday, November 5, he came 
down to this restaurant from which you called him, od he met you 
and Mr. Surine there. is that correct ? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. Mi Dermorr. Now, did you give him any add tional 
that time? 

Mr. Kau RMAS., I believe I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much did you give him ? 

Mr. Ku RMAS, I believe twasa check in the amount of So00, 

Mr. Mi 1) RMOTT, Al] right, Where did you vet that? Where cd d 
you get those funds / 

Mr. Kirermas. I believe it came from Mrs. Lee. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that in the form of a check payable to Mr. 
lFedder ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom was the check drawn, or whose check 
was it / 

Mr. Kiermas. That I don’t remember either. I just noticed that it 
was in the amount of $500, that would be the only thing that I would 
KhHOW, 

Mr. McDrrmortr. Now. on the oceasion of this meeting in the lunch- 
room. on the evening or night of Sunday, November 5, when vou 
turned over that $500 check to Mr. Fedder, did you have a discussion 
with him at that time as to the success he was having in the addressing 
and messaging of these cards? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes; I believe so. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And was there any discussion about revising the 
basis of payment, or paying any additional bonus if the work could 
be speeded up, or if it were continued ¢ 

Mr. Ktermas. I don’t recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. There could have been such a discussion ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. There could have been; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe you said— 

Mr. Kirrmas. I believe I already had that discussion with him at 
the outset. 

Mr. McDermorr. As you recall the question of bonus or additional] 
payment came up only once in your dealings with Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Krermas. It could have come up much more than that. 

Mr. McDermorr. It could have come up more often than that ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Always discussing the same bonus, of course. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long did you spend at the restaurant in con 
versation there ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Oh, I would say approximately an hour. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then what did you do? 

Mr. Kirrmas. Mr. Fedder drove us over to one of the places wher 
they were addressing the cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. You spent an hour in the restaurant with M: 
Fedder. During all that time were you discussing the post-card jo! 
and the progress he was making on it ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you spent an hour in discussing the projec 
there and then Mr. Fedder drove you over to somebody's hous: 
Would that have been Mrs. Halley’s house on Lorraine Avenue? 

Mr. Krermas. I would not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. He drove you to somebody's house ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What time of the day or night was that / 

Mr. Krermas. I would not recall what time. I believe it might hav: 
been 6 or 7 o'clock, 6 o'clock, something like that. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you are not sure of the time ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in whose car did you go, in whose car did yi 
make that trip? Wasthat Mr. Fedder’s car ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so. 

Mr. McDermorr. And who was present on the occasion of that trip 
Did Mr. Surine go with you? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Mr. Surine. Mr. Kiermas, Mr. Fedder, and wa 
there anyone else with him’ Was there a man with Mr. Fedder ‘ 

Mr. Ktermas. I believe that there was. 

Mr. McDermorr. There was a man accompanying Mr. Fedder, a 
cording to your recollection. 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes, I believe so. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, when you got to this home | 
which Mr. Fedder drove you, did you go in the house ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was there a lady or were there ladies the: 
in that house addressing these post cards? 

Mr. Kiermas. As I recall, there were several people in the house. 
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Mr. McDermorr. All right. What conversation did you have with 
those ladies on the occasion of that visit ? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall having any particular conversation with 
the ladies. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you satished with the progress that was 
being made, or did you feel that the work was proceeding more slowly 
han you had hoped ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, so far as she was doing, I was satisfied with 
what she was doing. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there any suggestion at that time that this 
idy, Mrs. Halley, was not too enthusiastic about continuing th 
roject / 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether you asked her to continue 
with the work and you would see that she was paid an additional bonus 
n excess of the amount that had been originally agreed to ¢ 

Mr. Ktermas. I don’t believe I had any discussion like that. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are positive, are you, that such a discussion 
lid not take place with Mrs. Halley ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. No, I am not positive, but I would have discussed 
with Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, do you say that such a conversation 
with Mrs. Halley took place or it did not take place ‘ 

Mr. Krermas. I would not recall, but the way I would have a 
proached that would have been to talk to Mr. Fedder, because I would 
ot know what he was telling these people, what he was paying them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; that is one way you could have done it. 
We are interested in knowing whether you had a conversation with 
er about paying such additional sums. Might you have had such 

conversation with her at hei home on the oceasion of your Visit 
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there ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. It is possible that I might have, but I don’t belie, 
lich. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. How long did you spend at Mrs, 
Halley's home / 

Mr. KiermMas. Oh, about—I don’t think we were there over 15 
linutes, 
Mr. McDermorr. Fifteen minutes / 
Mr. Kiermas. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. And then following that visit. did Mr. Fedder 
ggest that you visit the home of other workers who were working 
this project 4 
Mr. Krermas. He may have; yes. 
Mr. McDermorr. And did you visit any other homes or did you 
ake any other calls at that time? 

Mr. Kiermas. No; I don’t believe I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. About what time of the evening was that ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. I wouldn't recall, probably about 6 o'clock; 6:30 
or T o'clock, along in there. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Then where did you go from Mrs. 
Halley’s home ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe we drove back to the restaurant. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Back to the restaurant where you originally met 
Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you go from there ‘ 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe we went home, back to Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. You believe you drove back to Washington ¢ 

Mr. KterMas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you leave town that night ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes: I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you go? 

Mr. Krermas. I went to Milwaukee. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did you go to Milwaukee ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. By plane. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that you came back from Baltimore. Did 
Mr. Surine bring you back from Baltimore or did you come back 
together / 

Mr. Krermas. We came back together; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was so you could catch a plane in order to 
go to Milwaukee; is that correct ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I was not leaving until 11 or 12 o’clock that night. 

Mr. McDermorr. What time did you get back to Washington ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. Back from Wisconsin ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. No; from Baltimore. 

Mr. Krermas. Possibly 8 o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. 

Mr. Kiermas. Eight or eight-thirty, IT wouldn’t know, 

Mr. MceDermorr. You don’t know what time you got back? 

Mr. Kiermas. No; I don’t recall, but I believe it was in ample time 
to get to the airport. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. And then you did that same night take a 
plane to Milwaukee, as you had previous sly planned to do: is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you have any other contact with Mi 
Fedder other than that visit / 

Mr. Kiermas. Not that I can recollect. 

Mr. McDermorr. You recall no other contact with Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. What other participation did you have in thi 
campaign of John Marshall Butler? What other work did you do/ 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t believe I did any other work. I think that 
is about all I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all that vou did? 

Mr. Krermas. I believe so. IT might have had some participation 
that I would not be aware of. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes: and on the oceasion of this participation 
which you have described to us this morning you were on the payroll 
of Senator McCarthy; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, then, having reviewed your participation in 
your testimony here, do you recall by whom it was first suggested that 
you ity | involve yourself in this post-card transaction and contact 


Mr. Fedder? 
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Mr. Kirrmas. Well, on the Saturday afternoon IT was asked and 
volunteered to help. 

Mr. McDerermorvr. Now, who else in the oflice personne] ot your em- 
plover, Senator McCarthy, was active in this or any other phase of 
the campaign? Was Jean Kerr working on this same project ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. She may have been, but not to my knowledge. 

Mr. McDrermo1 ce What Was her title or capacity in the othice at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. She does research. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. She is a research assistant to the Senator ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. That is right. 

Mr. Mc Di RMOTT, And Was she present, had she been regularly 
employed by Senator McCarthy for some time prior to her recent 
Injury ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDerermort. Was she regular ly emploved in the Senator's office 
at the time of this transaction that you described to us this morning é 
Was she present in the office during October 1950 ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. Yes, I would say she was; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And she was doing her work ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so. Well, here is the thing. I worked down- 
stairs. We have an additional office downstairs, and I worked in that 
oftice, and she worked in the Upstalrs othice, so | didn't have too much 
contact with the office she was In. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, you have regular occasions to visit the Sena- 
tor’s regular office, don’t you? 

Mr. Kirrmas. Oh, sure: sure. 

Mr. McDrermorr. How did you 

ou get come in direct ¢ 

Mir. Kou RMAS, It comes to the main oflice here. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you go up and get it 4 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr, So you do have occasion to make regular daily 

sits to the Senator’s ollice ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. During all that time. during October 1950, Miss 
Kerr was there, as you recall it, and doing her regular work ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, ves. she might have, and she might not have 
been inthere. Tam not certain, because I don't work directly with her. 

Mr. Me Dy RMOTT. Did vou see her there or chia vou hot see her there 
regularly on those Visits ? 

Mr. Kirermas. I may have seen her once in a while, and just paid no 
ittention to it, because I don’t work cirectly with her. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does Mr. Surine office with you? Does he have 

is office in the same downstairs office that you use ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else uses that office / 

Mr. Kiermas. Ewell Moore, when he was with us. 

Mr. McDermorr. Ewell Moore ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

t Mr. McDermort. How about George Nilles ¢ Did he office thers ¢ 
’ Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, your best recollection of your participation 

the campaign is that that participation was limited to the trans- 


get this mail? Does all the mail 
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action you have described for us this morning; is that correct, Mr. 
Kiermas? 

Mr. Krermas. As well as I can remember; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you recall no other activities in connection 
with the campaign ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Not to my knowledge presently. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you cannot tell us who suggested that you 
contact Mr. Fedder with reference to this post-card transaction 2 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall that the only moneys that you 
delivered to Mr. Fedder were the $500 check that you gave him at the 
restaurant on Sunday, November ‘5, in Baltimore, and the eash that 
you gave him at the police entrance to the Senate Office Building the 
preceding day, when you turned the cards over to him? Is that all 
the money that you delivered to him ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. That is to the best of my recollection, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you take a receipt from him or any other 
type of receipt from him when you gave him the check in Baltimore / 

Mr. Krermas. I wouldn't recall whether he gave me a receipt or not. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. You don’t recall whether he did or not ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. Mr. Kiermas, the purpose of your meeting Mr 
Fedder was to have addressed and mailed post cards? 

Mr. Krermas. Pardon me. I did not hear you. 

Mr. Becker. Tamsorry. The purpose of your meeting Mr. Fedde: 
was to have addressed and mailed a number of post cards, is that 
correct / 

Mr. Krermas. That is true. 

Mr. McDermorr. What kind of post cards were they, to your reco] 
lection / 

Mr. Krermas. They were the Butler campaign post cards. I be 
lieve it had a picture of Butler on one side and a regular post card o1 
the other, a post card back. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in connection with the arrangements wit) 
Mr. Fedder, did you have more than one telephone conversation with 
him, or how many did you have? 

Mr. Krermas. I don't recall whether I had two, three, or four tele 
phone conversations with him. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, what was the nature, to the best of youn 
recollection, of your first telephonic conversation with Mr. Fedder / 

Mr. Krermas. I asked him whether he could do the job. 

Mr. Becker. What job were you talking about ? 

Mr. Krermas. The addressing, stamping, and writing a short mes 
sage on these post cards. 

Mr. Becker. Did you tell him the number of post cards you desire: 
to have so addressed and mailed ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes, I might have said something like this, approx! 
mately 50,000, 

Mr. Becxer. And what was Mr. Fedder’s reply ? 

Mr. Krermas. Well, he said that he would have to check to se 
whether he could do those. 
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Mr. Becker. In your first conversation he did not give you any 
answer as to whether he could perform that undertaking or not / 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And in your next telephonic conversation, what was 
the nature of that conversation / 

Mr. Krermas. I believe, as well as I can remember, I believe he said 
that he could do some amount, I think it was something like 17,000. 

Mr. Becker. And what was your reply ? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall what my reply would be, but I believe 
that he stated that he would check further and see if he couldn't get 
more people todothe job. 

Mr. Becker. Did he speak to you again on the telephone prior to 
his picking up the post cards in Washington / 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe he did; ves. 

Mr. Becker. What was the nature of that conversation / 

Mr. Ktermas. Well, I think the nature of the conversation was that 
he said he could do approximately 25,000 and felt that he could finish 
the job. 

Mr. Becker. And was there a period of time discussed for him to 
omplete this undertaking ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so, in view of the fact that they had to be 
mailed before a deadline, I believe we went into the period of time, I 
believe an hour was set as to when we would have a deadline. 

Mr. Becker. What was that hour set for the deadline for the com- 
pletion of this undertaking ? 

Mr. Krermas. I would not remember. I think it would possibly be 
Monday morning at 8 o’clock, or something like that. 

Mr. Becxrr. Was there any discussion at any time with Mr. Fedder, 
either at the time of the telephonic conversations or later, when you 
saw him in Baltimore, as to the fact that time was of the essence and 
that the operation was to continue on from the time he picked up the 
post cards until the deadline was reached ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t follow that. 

Mr. Becker. I will reframe the question. Mr. Kiermas, at the 
time you had the telephonic conversation with Mr. Fedder, was there 
iny discussion that time was of the assence in the completion of this 
operation ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Becker. In this post-card project ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Oh, yes: definitely. 

Mr. Becker. And when you say “definitely.” what do you mean by 
that ? ; 

Mr. Krermas. Well, in view of the fact that there was a deadline 
n which they had to get that out, we must have discussed the time 
element. 

Mr. Becker. Well, was there any understanding, Mr. Kiermas, that 
the crew that Mr. Fedder got together to address and mail these post 
cards were to work continuously from the time you first spoke to him 

ntil the deadline on Monday morning, that is, that he would work 
Saturday, Saturday night, Sunday, Sunday night, and until such 
time that they finally completely that project ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. I think he said something that the girls were 
out on dates, and that they would be contacted immediately when 
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they came back from their dates, and would work the whole night to 
get them out for the deadline. I believe he said something like that. 

Mr. Becker. Did he make a definite commitment that he would 
have addressed and mailed 25,000 post cards ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. I believe so, because I believe his aim was the 50,000, 

Mr. Becker. Now, when you met Mr. Fedder at the police entrance 
of the Senate Office Building, did you give him the 50,000 post cards, 
or whatever the number was, together with suflicient postage for the 
cards, and a token payment, as I understand it # 

Mr. Kirrmas. Well, I don’t recall, but I would give him enough 
cards to cover the whole amount. It would be in excess of 50,000, 
it possibly was 60,000 or 65,000, I don’t recall. 

Mr. Becker. How about the postage? Did you give it to him at 
that time or was i later on that you gave it to hin! 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall. I believe I would have given him 
wien w possibly all of it, because he would 
have to have the postage in order to do the work. 

Mr. Becker. Now, when you met Mr. Fedder in Baltimore the 
following day, did you discuss the manner in which the workers were 
proceeding in addressing and mailing these post cards ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. Oh, I believe so: yes. 

Mr. Becker. Was there any discussion as to whether these volun- 
teers were working continuously and planned to work continuously 
that evening ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Just tell us briefly what the nature of that conversa 
tion was, to the best of your recollection. 

Mr. Krermas. Well, as I recall it, he said that he would continue to 
work on the job and get it out. 

Mr. Becker. And when you visited the home of the person whose 
name you do not recall, you say there were several people working 
there at that time, to the best of your recollection; do you remembe1 
how many cards were addressed at that time? 

Mr. Kiermas. No, I don’t. I believe he just handed me a bundle. 
and I thumbed through them to see how they were done, and the cards 
appeared to be done in proper order. 

Mr. Becker. When you were there were any cards mailed ? 

Mr. Kriermas. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Becker. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Fedder 
any time, or if you had more than one conversation, tell us about it, 
particularly with respect to the fact that he was not to mail 
postal cards until someone checked them ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. I believe IT would have told him that. 

Mr. Becker. When did you have those conversations ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, I would have told him that immediately here 
when he picked up the cards. 

Mr. Becker. There is no question about that in your mind, is there / 

Mr. Krermas. That is right, and T would have also told him agai: 
when we met in Baltimore. 

Mr. Becker. And there is no question about that in your mind ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. No, I am certain I would have mentioned that, bi 
cause it would be pretty hard to control a project like that. 

Mr. Becker. Did you have conversations with Don Surine that he 
was to follow up on the project after you left Washington for Milwau 


kee? 
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Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That isright. Yes, I recall telling Don that he should 
check the operation carefully. 

Mr. Becker. Was Don Surine with you when you gave Mr. Fedder 
the $500 cheek ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Well, he was with us all the time, so I assume he was 
with me when I handed him the check. 

Mr. Becker. You knew that there was a project going on in Wash- 

ngton addressing a number of post cards, John Marshall Butler post 
ecards? You had that knowledge? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And you knew there was a need for the additional ad- 
lressing and mailing of these additional post cards of, say, 50,000; 
or Whatever number that would be, is that correct 4 

Mr. Krermas. Yes, sir, as I understood it, yes. 

Mr. Becker. This was a completion of the project that was going on 

1 Washington / 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hendrickson / 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions at the moment. I might 
have some later. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smiru. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Yes. 

How did you know about that project in Washington, Mr. Kiermas ? 

Mr. Krermas. Well, I was talking to, I may have learned of it from 
Mr. and Mrs. Lee. 

Senator Hennines. You may have heard about it from Mr. and 
Mrs. Lee? 

Mr. Kiermas. Or Don Surine. 

Senator Hennines. You knew nothing more definite ? 

Mr. Kiermas. Or Ewell Moore, or possibly from all four. 

Senator Henninoes. Possibly from all four? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. I don’t know, this is 5 months ago. 

Senator Henninos. You don’t know ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. No. I mean, I don’t recall just how I got into a dis- 
cussion with them. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Kiermas, before you came here today did 
you talk to anybody about your testimony before this committee ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes, I believe so. 

Senator Hennings. Did you discuss with anybody the manner in 
whic h you were to testify and the extent of your recollection before 
this committee today ? 

Mr. KiermMas. No. I don’t believe so, Senator. 

Senator HENNINGS. You don’t believe so? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Hennines. Well, sir, whom did you talk to before you came 
here to testify today? ; . 

Mr. Kiermas. I might have talked to Ewell Moore. 

Senator Hennines. Did you or did you not talk to Mr. Ewell 
Moore? 

Mr. Kiermas. I might have talked to him, yes. 
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Senator Hennings. You believe you did? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Can’t you be certain whether you did or whether 
you did not ? 

Mr. Krermas. I would not recall if I talked to him about my testi- 
mony. I prepared my statement myself. 

Senator Henntnes. Well, let us take it for granted that you pre 
pared this one-page statement yourself, and let us discuss the further 
testimony that you have given here today. Did or did you not talk 
to Mr. Ewell Moore about what you were to say before this committee 
today, if asked, on the various phases of these matters ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t—I would say “No.” 

Senator Hennings. You say “No”? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall talking to him about it. I don’t follow 
you, Senator, what is it that you want to know ¢ 

Senator Hennines. Did you or did you not talk to Mr. Ewell 
Moore ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. About this? 

Senator Hennings. About your testifying before this committee 
today, and the nature and substance of your testimony here. 

Mr. Kiermas, I talked to him, but I don’t think I asked him any 
thing about my testimony. 

Senator Hennines. Did he say anything to you about your testi 
mony ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t think so. 

Senator Hennings. You don’t think so? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Hennines. When was this conversation, Mr. Kiermas, wit! 
Mr. Ewell Moore ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Sunday night. 

Senator Hennincs. Sunday night? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Night before last ? 

Mr Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. What did you talk about? 

Mr. Kiermas. I talked about the fact that I was going to testify 

Senator Hennincs. What did you say about the fact that you wer 
going to testify ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. Just that I was going to testify. 

Senator Hennings. You said, “I am going to testify” ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Did Mr. Moore seem surprised at that dis 
closure / 

Mr. Kiermas. No, no; he did not. 

Senator Hennings. Then why were you enlightening him upon the 
subject with which he was already fully acquainted ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I was not enlightening him on it. 

Senator Henninas. Why did you tell him that? 

Mr. Krermas. Well, honestly, I just told him, that is all. 

Senator Hennrnes. What did he say about that? What did h 
say to you? 

Mr. Krermas. I might have said this, that I never testified befor 
in my life in anything, and I just told him I was going to testify, 
that is all. 
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Senator Henninos. You said, “I have never testified before in my 
life in anything and I am going to testify” 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator Hennrncs. What did Mr. Moore say to you about that? 
Did he appear to be surprised? Did he express surprise / 

Mr. Krermas. He told me that I had nothing to fear by telling the 
truth. 

Senator Henninoes. He said you had nothing to fear if you tell the 
truth ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator HENNINGs. Was that all that was said? 

Mr. Krermas. As far as I can recollect, Senator, yes. 

Senator HeNNINGs. So far as you can recollect ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator Hrnnines. And that was the night before last, and that 
was all that was said by either of you about anything. How long did 
this visit take that you and Mr. Moore had? How long were you 
ventlemen together ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Possibly about an hour. 

Senator Hennings. And that was all that was said? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Was this conversation—— 

Mr. Kiermas. That I can recall, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. Was this conversation had in the forepart of 
your hour of visit together. or toward the end of your part ing? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall. 

Senator Hennines. Did you sit in silence, you and Mr. Moore, after 
this conversation had taken place? 

Mr. Kiermas. No; we just kept talking. 

Senator Hennines. Or before? 

Mr. Kirrmas. We discussed other things. 

Senator Hennines. What else did you discuss ? 

Mr. Kirermas. I don’t recall. 

Senator Henninas. It could not be possible that Mister— 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t believe it had anything to do with this. 

Senator Henninas. You don’t believe it did ? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Hennings. Did anyone suggest to you, Mr. Moore, or any- 
body else, that it would be well not to "remember a good many things 

hat you were asked here today ? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Hennrnas. Or to qualify your answers by saying that you 
believed or you were not quite sure, or it could have been? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Henninas. Nobody ever suggested that to you, or anything 
of that kind, or anything of that purport at any time in connection 
with your proposed appearance here today 

Mr. Krermas. No, Senator. 

Senator Hennineas. At no time? 

Mr. Kirermas. Not that I know of. 

Senator Hennines. Not that I know of? 

Senator Monroney. The Chair would like to remind our visitors 
that they are guests of the subcommittee, and to kindly refrain from 
any demonstration or comment on the testimony. 
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Senator Hennines. Now, Mr. Kiermas, who else did you talk with 
about your testimony before this committee besides Mr Moore? 

Mr. Kiermas. 1 don’t recall. I might have said something about 
it to Don Surine. 

Senator Hennrnes. Can you tell us whether you did or whether 
you did not? 

Mr. Kirrmas. I perhaps did; yes. 

Senator Hennrnes. You perhaps did? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Senator Henninas. Why do you say you perhaps did instead of 
perhaps you did not? 

Mr. Kirrmas. I might have told him that I was going to testify, 
and that I had never testified before a committee before in my life, and 
I might have asked him what the procedure was. 

Senator Hennines. You might have said to Mr. Surine that you 
were going to testify before a committee, and that you had never 
done that before, and you might have asked him what the procedure 
was going to be? 

Mr. Krermas. And he told me also to tell the truth. 

Senator Hennrines. Have you been to any of these hearings or been 
in the room during any of them? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Hennrnes. Have you ever heard any hearings conducted 
by senatorial committees or any part of them before 4 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes; I believe I have. 

Senator Hennines. Why were you asking Mr. Surine what the pro- 
cedure was? You had attended hearings before, hadn't you? 

Mr. Kiermas. I had not paid any attention to them. 

Senator Hennines. You attended them but paid no attention to 
them ? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. In what capacity were you attending these pre- 
vious hearings? 

Mr. Krermas. I would just come by and stop in at the hearings for 
a few minutes. 

Senator Hennines. When you asked Mr. Surine what the proce- 
dure was, what did he tell you / 

Mr. Krermas. He told me to tell the truth. 

Senator Hennrnos. He told you the procedure was to tell the truth; 
is that it? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennrnas. Did you have any further conversation with 
Mr. Surine upon this subject? 

Mr. Krermas. Not that I can recall. 

Senator Hennrnos. Not that you can recall. Have you had any 
conversation with Miss Kerr, Miss Jean Kerr, or whichever way it 
is pronounced, about your appearance here today or at any time before 
this committee, and the nature of your testimony ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. Other than just telling her, perhaps, that I was going 
up here. 

Senator Hennrnas. You told her perhaps you were going up here. 
And when did that conversation take place, sir? 

Mr. Krermas. On the telephone. 

Senator Hennrnos. On the telephone. When? 
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Mr. Kiermas. Possibly Saturday. 
Senator HENNINGs. Possibly Saturdav ? 
Mr. Kiermas, Saturday, Friday or Saturday, I don’t recall. 


Senator Hennings. Friday or Saturday. 


in the evening or in the morning / 
Mr. Kiermas. In the afternoon, I believe. 
Senator Hennines. And you called Miss Kerr at her home, did 


/ 


Lg 
Mr. Krermas. Yes. 


“enator Ly NNINGS. And what did you say to her ? 
\ir, Kiurrmas. | told her I was going to testatfy. 


Senator HENNINGS. 
\ir. Kvermas. Yes. 
Senator HenNINGS. 


You told her you were going to testify ? 


What did Miss Kerr say! 


\ir. Kiermas. She said. “Good luck.” 
Senator Henninos. Good luck, and I take it you thanked her an 
it was the end of the conversat lon, 


\Ir. IKKaierMas. 


there ? 
Mr. Kiermas. | 
recall. 


Senator Hennines. You asked Miss Kerr about her physical con 


dition ? 


= 4] 
a 


Mr. Krermas. Yes. 
senator HENNINGS., : 
Mr. Kipruas. I believe she said she was vetting along all rl 
senator Hi NNINGS., Said she was vetting alone all rl I 


might have talked about other things. IT don’ 


Pretty much so, ves. 
Senator Hennineas. Pretty much so? There was more to it. was 


1 


What did she tel] you about that f 


ced her when she would be up and thout ¢ 
Mir. Krermas. No. 
senator Hi NNINGS. Come back to the office / 
Mr. Kirermas. No. 


Senator HENNINGS. 
bout the extent of that conversation ? 


So Miss Kerr said. “(loo hue kk.” Al d t | 


Mr. KIERMAS, She may have not said that. 
senator Hy NNINGS., She may not have said that ? If she did not 


iy that, what do you think she may have said ? 


Mr. Krermas. Just wished me well. 

Senator Hennines. Just wished you well. And you thanked he: 
\ir. Krerswas. I don’t recall whether I did. 

You do not recall whether you did or not. When 
vou last seen Miss Kerr before that conversation, that telephone 
ersation, Mr. Kiermas ? 


Senator HENNINGS. 


\ir. KirerMas. 


Possibly a week or 2 weeks before that. 


Was it in the afternoon 


/ 


Senator Hennrnos. And where did you see Miss Kerr on that ocea- 


/ 


along ? 


\ir. KrerMas. 


\ir. Kiermas. Went over to her home to see how she was getting 


Senator Hennincs. Went over to her home to see how she was get- 


And was she sitting up in a chair there to receive you / 


L believe she was in bed. 


Senator Henninas. You believe she was in bed. You do not re 
ber whether she was in bed or seated in a chair or standing on 
You do not remember that ? 


iy 
oor 4 


ol 
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Mr. Krermas. I think she was in bed. 

Senator Hennines. You think she was in bed ? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Who else was there when you arrived on thx 
scene ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Her mother. 

Senator Hennines. Her mother. And did you discuss anythin; 
relating to the matters here under investigation at that time? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t think so. 

Senator Hennines. You don’t think so. You are not sure? 

Mr. Krermas. No, I den’t think so. I just went out to see how she 
was. 

Senator HenninGs. Do you remember what she did talk about? 

Mr. Krermas. No, I don’t. 

Senator Henninos. Have you talked to Mr. Niles about your testi- 
mony or his testimony before this committee ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Monroney. Will you kindly talk into the microphone. 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t believe I did. 

Senator Hennines. You do not believe you did. Have you talked 
to Senator McCarthy about your testimony before this committee or 
any phase of it ? 

Mr. Krermas. I believe I discussed it with him; yes. 

Senator Hennines. You believe you did. Do you remember when 
that conversation took place or any one, if there was more than one 
conversation with Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I think it was yesterday afternoon. 

Senator Hennineos. It was yesterday afternoon? What time ? 

Mr. Krermas. Approximately 4 o'clock. 

Senator Hennrnes. Four o'clock? And would you mind telling 
us what that conversation consisted of 

Mr. Krermas. He just said, “Are you all set to testify tomorrow, 
and I said, “Yes.” 

Senator Henninos. He said ,“All set to testify tomorrow,” and you 
said, * Yes.” 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes, I said I had prepared my statement. 

Senator Hennings. You had prepared your statement and did y: 
tell him that you had refreshed your recollection about other fact 
about which you might be interrogated ? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Hennines. And that was all that was said about that ? 

Mr. Krermas. That is all, yes. 

Senator Hennings. That was all. How many people are there 
your office, Mr. Kiermas ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe there is 11. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Who are the people in your office, M 
Kiermas / 

Mr. Krermas. Who are the people? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Mr. Kiermas. Mr. George Greley, Mrs. Mary Driscoll, Virgi: 
Paine, Julia Blair, Don Surine, and a new girl by the name of Ethic. 
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[ don’t remember her last name, and another girl by the name of Peg, 
und I don’t recall her name either. 
Senator Henprickson. And you occupied two sets of offices, did you 
say ¢ 
‘Mr. KiermAs. That is right. 
Senator HeNpRICKSON. One is on what floor of this building? 
Mr. KirerMas. One is on the second floor and the other one is in 
ne subway. 
Senator Henprickson. And that is where you work, in the subway / 
Mr. Krermas. That is right. 
Senator Henprickson. No further questions. 
Senator Monroney. Senator Smith / 
Senator Smrru. No questions. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 
Mr. Becker. No further questions. 
Senator MonroONI Ze | believe you testified the first knowle dge you 
id of the postal-card campaign was either Friday or Saturday befor 
ie gene ral elec tion. Wa as it knowled 
} rr é 
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ge on your part in the cam 














Mr. KiermMas. On my part. . 
Conatin Monront =e You had knowledge before that ot the posta 
coumpaign that was being operated ¢ 
Mr. Krermas. Yes. 
senator MoNRONEY. You kne w that Mr. Lee, and he, ] believe. me 


tioned Mr. Surine and others, had been participating in the postal- 
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iva ¢ ‘ampaign eX] pediti 1s the transter of the ecards from the printe 
the people who were addressing them, I believe. 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator MONRONEY. And so you had heard about that in the { 
nerally that this project was being carried out é 

Mr. KIERMAS. No: | don't rec il] where | heard about b base J 
ew it was 

Senator Monroney. You were familiar with the postal-card proj 














that others had been working on but oie h you i‘ id not been working 
according to your testhmony. 
Mir. Kaermas. That is right. 
Senator Monroney. You were busv with the mail that 
to answer / 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. [ im: wine it 1s quite 
reat deal of time to get it moved. 

\ir. Kiermas. It does. 

Senator Monroney. And at no time dh ining the ea mpaign prior 
to the Friday or Saturday of which vou have testified did you take 

y part in any work in the campaign 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t believe I did; no. 

Senator Monroney. You don’t believe you did. You were rather 
finite that this was the first time you worked on the postal-card 
oject ¢ 

Mr. Krermas, That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And you were invited by someone that you do 
it rec all ex: ictly to contact Mr. Fedder and see if he could get the fifty 


Sixty or SIXty five thousand postal ecards into the mail over the 
eek end ? 
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Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator MoNRONEY. You believe, though, it was somebody in your 
oo that contacted you, I believe you said or you said it could have 

been Mr. Lee? 

Mr. Kiermas. It could have been Mr. Lee or Mrs. Lee. I don't 
recall who it was. 

Senator Monroney. It did not come from the Butler for Senator 
headquarters in the Lord Baltimore Hotel in Baltimore / 

Mr. Kier AS, No: I don’t believe so 

Senator Monronery. You are positive of that? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Senator Monronery. You are positive that whoever contacted you 
was here in Washington ? 

Mr. KiermMas. That is right. 

Senator Monronrey. Then on Friday you talked to Mr. Fedder, 

r Friday or Saturday you talked to Mr. Fedder, regarding the postal- 
c aul Pp roject ¢ ; 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. You called him, I believe you said. 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Senator MONRONEY. And at that time you asked him, I believe, as 
a favor to see if he could at that late moment help you to expedite 
the addressing and putting the message on these cards! 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. He did not call you and solicit the business ? 

Mr. Kiermas. No; he did not. 

Senator Monroney. Didn't he tell you at the time that it was a 
pretty hard proposition to get out a mass production mailing like that 
at that late date? 

Mr. Krermas. He may have said that; yes. 

Senator Monroney. Well, the tone was that this was not a job he 
was seeking, it was not a job that was easy, it was not a job that | 
articularly relished having put in his lap at that time. 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall. 

nator Mowroni y. You don’t recall. Then you went over Sunday 
with the $500 check after having given him the sixty or sixty-five 
thousand postal cards and an undetermined amount in st: umMps at the 
police entrance on Saturday. Then the following Sunday you we 
over to see him in Baltimore? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. And I believe you — an hour with him at 
a restaurant there. Could you rec all who it was that accompanied 


i 


| 


you ¢ 
’ Mr. Kiermas. Don Surine. 

Senator Monroney. Don Surine was with you at that time. Your 
conversation at that time was to try and expedite this mailing of 
these cards? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And did Mr. Fedder appear enthusiastic that 
he could get these in the mail at that time or was he still fearful that it 
was a project that was beyond his ability to fully accomplish 4 

Mr. Krermas. Well, he said he was going to try to get it out. 

Senator Monroney. But it was more or less on the basis of trying to 
accommodate a customer that had put a good deal of business with 
him, was it not? 
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Mr. Krermas. Well, I was not aware of that. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Fedder’s ae had been that he had 
not sought the job and that he was rat! ‘fearful of its accom plish- 
ment but had agreed to do the best he ¢ oa lin trying to carry it out 
You made no mention that the following night Mr. Surine—did you 
make an appointment with Mr. Surine to follow it up with Mr. 
Fedder ? 

Mr. Kn RMAs. | believe that afternoon I did ; yes. 

Senator Monroney. You told Mr. Fedder at that time that Mr. 
Surine would have the authority to take over the authority that you 
had on the postal card project ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. And would be acting for you or for your office 
expediting this delivery of cards? 

Mr. Kiermas. I believe so; yes. 

Senator Monroney. And you wanted to be sure that you pers« 
or someone 1n your oftice Saw the mailing SO that you would hot 
billed or charged for cards that were not deposited in the mail 4 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right, Senator. 

Senator Monronry. And Mr. Su 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. I see. At anv time rine the vere 
to that time had you occasion to notice the work in the ne ition 
of material for the tabloid From the Record shih is identified as 
exhibit 14 

Mr. Krermas. No; I did not. 


msenator MoNRONI as ae ha peen introduced } 


her 


Jonkel and others in the Butler headquart rs that about half of the 


mater) il came from Se hnutol > Mi ( arthy’s ottice and, being it sen ator 


McCarthy’s office, did you participate in any way in the preparation 
or research for the material that went into the tabloid 2 
Mr. Krermas. No: I did not. 
senator MoNRON!I Y. Do vou know anv othe 
working ? 
Mr. Kwermas. No; I don't. 
Senator Monroney. You have no knowledge whatsoever of a1 
Mr. Kiermas. I never seen the tabloid until long after the campa 
senator MoNRON} : 3 You hever discussed pictures with anvone 
e office or heard that discussed d Irine the t ie of the « unpa 
Mr. Kieraas. No. 
Senator Monront xs And ho question ot a composite picture, you 
ard nothing of that ? ; 
Mr. Kirrmas. No. 
Senator Monroney. You kn 
traight matter, the reading matt 
Mr. Kieruas. That is right: 
Senator Monronry. Whe 
be issued ? 
Mr. Kieraas. I never heard of j 
Senator Monroney. The first vou knew of the tabloid 


ay 4 
hi < 


i } ' “teil FF , 7 
pe. or Torm Was When Vou saw a finishe copy of it 

Mr. Kirrvas. No. Long after the campaign I seen a copy of 
hloid and I don’t rec all where ] seen it. 


Senator Monroney. Long after the campaign ? 
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Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Well, it was finished then and distributed. The 
campaign was over; is that right? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right, about a month after the campaign. 

Senator Monronry. And you had never seen, heard, or knew of 
the preparation of the tabloid or the planning for it ? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. I see. How long have you known Mr. Alvin 
Bentley ? 

Mr. Krermas. Possibly 6 or 7 months. 

Senator Monroney. Six or seven months. Where did you meet 
him ¢ 

Mr. Kirermas. I don’t recall where I met him, but I have met 
him. That is about all. 

Senator Monronry. In Senator McCarthy’s office perhaps? 

Mr. Kiermas. I might have met him there; yes. I don’t know. 

Senator Monronry. Were you present in Senator MceCarthy’s offic 
when Mr. Robert E. Lee picked up the $5,000 check for Mr. ‘Bentley 
in Senator McCarthy’s oilice? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Monronry. You were not there at that time. Did you 
know anything about the gift of the $5,000 for the postal-card project / 

Mr. Kiermas. No; I didn’t. 

Senator Monroney. You do not know whether it was earmarked 
for the postal-card project or there was any agreement as to how 
it was to be spent? 

Mr. Kirrmas. No; I don’t. 

Senator Monronry. I see. And your entire conversation at the res 
taurant with Mr. Fedder the Sunday night that you went over ther 
was strictly on the addressing and mailing of the postal cards? 

Mr. Kiermas. I didn’t follow that question, Senator. 

Senator Monronry. Your conversation with Mr. Fedder at the 
restaurant was on the addressing and mailing of the postal cards? 

Mr. Krermas. I believe so; yes. 

Senator Monroney. Was there anything said during that hour you 
were with him about a letter purportedly signed by Senator Butler 
guaranteeing the payments to him ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. No; not that I know of. I don’t recall anything about 
it. 

Senator Monronry. You heard about the letter, of course. 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes; since then, yes; but I hadn't at that time. 

Senator Monroney. Had you heard about it before that? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Monronry. You had never talked to Mr. Surine or anyo1 
else about the letter? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Monronry. Was there any question that Mr. Fedder was 
overcharging the Butler campaign or the Jonkel part of the campaig: 
or the Washington part of the campaign in his billings up that time in 
the conversation you had that Sunday? 

Mr. Kiermas. Not in my presence there wasn’t; no. 

Senator Monronry. In other words, everything was happy and 
congenial during the full hour that Sund: ay afternoon that you 
discussed this with Mr. Fedder at the restaurant? 
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Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall any discussion—— 
Senator Monroney. You would recall if there was a feeling of dis- 
atisfaction of overcharging regarding Mr. Fedder during that hour’s 
conversation, would you not? 
Mr. Krermas. That is right. 
Senator Monroney. Did Mr. Surine say anything about an over- 
harge or that he felt the bill was too high or that they had been 
iarged for work that had not been done or faithfully done / 
Mr. Krermas. Not in my presence. 
Senator Monroney. In other words, on Sund: iy evening during th: ut 
tire time there was no complaint whatsoever against Mr. Fedder’s 
vork? 
Mr. Kon RMAS, Not in my presence, I didn’t hear anything. 
enator Monronry. So any complaint that originated later 
it was the result of the f: ailure to car} ‘vy oul the pl ture post 
project ¢ 
Mr. Krermas. There was no discussion about it in my presen 
Senator Monroney. Did you make any suggestion to Mr. 
it he follow this up later the next night regarding it ? 
Mr. Krermas. I don’t understand your question. 
Senator Monroney. Did you make any suggestion to Mr. Surin 
hat he ought to follow up this project ¢ 
Mr. Kiermas. On the postcard project ¢ 
Senator Monroney. Yes. 
Mr. Krermas. Well, from the standpoint that Mr. Fedder ke 
sisting various times that he be allowed to mail them alone 
Senator MONRONEY. He insisted on mailing them alone / 
Mr. Kiexrmas. Yes. 
Senator Monronry. And you insisted he not mail them alone and 
ive absolute instructions that they were to be mailed by your people? 
Mr. Kirrmas. By Don; yes. 
Senator Monroney. And he was to come over and mail them at a 
ter time? 
Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 
senator Monroney. And that was all he was supposed to do was to 
ul them and pay for the actual cards that went into the mail? 
Mr. Kiermas. So far as I remember; yes. 
Senator Monroney. And you took no receipt whatever from Mr. 
edder when you gave him the $50 and the undete rmined amount of 
stage and the post: al cards ? 
Mr. Kirrmas. I believe he did give me a receipt; ves. 
Senator Monroney. Who did you turn the receipt over to? 
Mr. Krermas. I don’t know. I must have put it in my pocl 
mt remember who I turned it over to. 
Senator Monroney. And you never got a receipt or did not remem- 
getting a receipt for the $500 check of Mr. Lee’s that you testified 
out earlier ? 
Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 
Senator Monroney. This meeting on Sunday was when the $500 
ck was delivered to Mr. Fedder with the promise of a bonus if they 
re able to accomplish their mission in addressing a great many 
ore cards? 
Mr. Krermas. That is right. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You stated a moment ago, Mr. Kiermas, that Mi 
Surine’s office is with you in the basement. Does anyone else oflic 
with you there / 

Mr. Kirermas. Ewell Moore was there, was with our office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was he with your oflice during this time, during 
October 1950 and early November 1950 ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else was there? 

Mr. Kiermas. Usually one or two of the girls as they are needed. 

Mr. McDermorr. One or two of the girls as needed. Anyone else? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is all that I remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would make five of you when there was 
maximum capacity in that office; is that right / 

Mr. Kirrmas. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now in reply to a question asked of you by Sen 
tor Hennings, you m: ri reference to certain conversations you had 
with certain named individuals with reference to your testimony here 
this morning. and vou indicated in response to those questions that 
you had talked to Senator McCarthy about your testimony, that you 
had talked to Don Surine, that you had talked to Ewell Moore, and 
that you had talked to Miss Jean Kerr. Now, did you seek advice 
from anyone else with reference to your "ap pearance here this morn- 
ing and the manner in which you should answer questions propounded 
to you by this subcommittee / 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t think so: no. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You don’t think so. Did you or didn’t you! ? Did 
you talk to anyone else besides the people you have mentioned either 
identified with Senator McCarthy ’s office or not identified with it with 
reference to your appearance before this subcommittee of the Senate 
this morning ? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You don't believe so. Did you or did you not? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t remember ? 

Mr. Krermas. No: I don’t. 

Mr. McD RMOTT, Mr. Kiermas, do vou recall your telephone co 
versation with Miss Kerr? Do you recall that with reference to you 
appearance here this morning in which she wished you good luck o1 
something to that effect. 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

“ji McDermorr. Do you recall your conversation with Senator 
MeCa ‘thy yesterday afternoon at 4 o'clock in his office? Do you rr 
eall your con versation of Sunday night with Ewell Moore at wh 
time you discussed your appre arance here ? When did your COnVer=- 

sation with Mr. Surine take place 

Mr. Krermas. Possibly IF ian: 

Mr. McDermorr. Possibly Friday. Did you have just one disct 
sion with him with reference to your appearance here 

Mr. Krermas. No: I ein have mentioned it after that. 

Mr. McDermorr. The first conversation with him was Friday. 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That ts right. 

Mr. Mi DermMorr. Now, you recall those four conversations Wi] 
those four individuals. Did vou discuss with anyone else your 
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pearance here this morning and did you seek advice from anyone else 
with reference to your appearal ce ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Not that I reeall. 

Mr. McDermorr. Not that you recal 

Mir. KrermaAs. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Within the last ays or the last 10 days, 
/ 


} om did vou discuss your ippearance re this MOrnineg 
\ir. KrerMaAs. With the people that I 
Mr. McDermorr. And is that all the 


19 
Mr. Krermas. So 
Mr. McDermorr. 

together ever 
orning individua 


OT) 


Mr. Bee cer, pe 
Mr. Be 


any statement 
Not Threat | I<) 
In other \We 


spoken to you: 
i ‘ 
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Mr. Krermas. So far as I recall. 

Mr. Becker. Just 2 days ago? 

Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And at that time was any suggestion or advice give! 
to you as tothe nature in which you should testify or anything els ee 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Mr. Becker. Just tell the facts? 

Mr. Krermas. Just tell the truth as I recall it, that is all. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Kiermas, was this postal-card projec 
the only project you had a part in in the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right; just to contact Mr. Fedder. 

Senator Henpricksox. And how much of your time did you pu 
in on that project ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. Well, from that evening until about the next evening, 
l day, so far as I recall. 

Senator Henprickson. Were you compensated by anyone for th 
time that you put in on the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. No; I did it voluntarily. 

Senator Henprickson. And what prompted you to take a part 
the campaign / 

Mr. KIER was. Twas asked and I went ahead and did it. 

Senator Henprickxson. Where do you live normally? 

Mr. Kiermas. Wisconsin. 

Senator Henprickson. | take it you are a Republican ? 

Mr. Kiermas. J am. 

Senator Henprickson. No other questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiri. Mr. Kiermas, I understood you to say you and M: 
Surine ancl Mr. Moore talked together with Mr. Becker. Did you and 
Mr. Surine and Mr. Moore talk about the testimony by yourselv: 
before or r after you talked W ith Mr. Becker / 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t believe so, Senator. 

Senator SMITH. Do you know whether you did or not ¢ It wou! 
not be unnatural for you to, would it ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. No: it would not have been unnatural but I don 
recall whether we did or not. The thing perhaps I am not maki 
clear is just in passing somebody might make a remark while Vv! 
are doing other work. 

Senator Smirnu. I mean really talk about the testimony. 

Mr. Krermas. Perhaps I have confused that. Is that what y 
mean ¢ 

Senator Smirn. No: that is not what I mean. You know what | 
mean. I mean did you and Mr. Surine and Mr. Moore ever pla 
conference and get toge ‘ther and talk over the proposed testimony / 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Smirn. Never other than with Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Krermas. Not that we planned a conversation other than wh 
we met with Mr. Becker. 

Senator Smrru. Now, you remember whether you met with M 
Becker or not, do you not ¢ 


Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 
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Senator Smirn. Do you not remember whether you and Mr. Surine 
and Mr. Moore got together and talked this thing over other than just 
casually ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. No: I don't. 

Senator Smiru. You do not remember ? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Smiru. Do you remember whether the three of you ever 
talked with anyone else, any other attorney other than Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Kaermas. That is all I know of. 

Senator Smiriu. Now what do you mean? You do not remember 
rthat is all? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall diseussing it with : ny othe 

Senator Smirnu. Other than Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Have you been advised as to the legal aspects of 

rjury ¢ 

ie. Kirermas. Yes: [ have. I was told to tell the truth as well as I 
ould recall, teil the story as well as I reeall it. 

Senator SMITH. \y d you know the penaltic Ss. 
not 2 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Were you advised as to the safest way to answer 

stions ? Did someone Give you the phraseology such as “maybe 

’ “probably so,” “perhaps,” “I don’t know,” “I believe so”? 

Mr. Kirrmas. No, I was just advised to tell the truth and “if you 

know, well, vou don’t know.” 
ator Smiru. Who told you that? 


Mr. Krermas. I believe Mr. Becker told me that, told me “if 
’ know, of course you don’t remember.” 

Senator Smiru. That is very good advice. Now just going back 
a minute, do you remember whether or not you and Mr. Suri 
| Mi F Moore talk ec this over, got together tT coordinate your Lest 


/ 


ny and tal lked over What you were 2oing to sav here this mor} 1] of 
Mr. Kiermas. No 
Senator Smirn. You do not remember ? 
Mr. Kiermas. No; I don’t remember. 
Senator Smrru. You will not say that you did or that you did not? 
Ir. Krermas. Not to prepare our testimony so that it would follow 
a pattern, 1f that 1s what you mean. 
enator Smrru. No. I just wanted to know if you three got to 
er and talked it over. If I were coming in I should certainly 
nt to talk it over with someone. Apparently you did not take 
it view. 
Kiermas. No: I didn’t. 
Senator Sarrn. You just thought you would come in by yourself 
d do the best you could ¢ 
Mr. Krermas. That is right; yes. 
Senator Smiru. Thank you very much. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Hennings? Mr. Hendrickson ? 
ena HENDRICKSON. Mr. Kiermas, do you mean to tell this com- 
ttee that Mr. Becker sitting here by m) side told you to come befor 
committee and if you could not testify to statements of fact, that 
i were not to remember ? 
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Mr. Kiermas. No, no. To tell the truth, that is what he told me 
to do. 

Senator Henprickson. How did he come to tell you to tell the 
truth? Did you have to have a lawyer to tell you to tell the truth? 
How did it happen? What was the conversation that led up to the 
statement from Mr. Becker that you were to tell the truth? 

Mr. Krermas. Well, I may have said something like this: That I 
never had appeared in a court of any kind and what is the general 
procedure, and he said, “Tell the truth, and if you don’t remember, 
you don’t remember.’ 

Senator Henprickson. They were the words he used? 

Mr. Krermas. I don’t recall. 

Senator Henprickson. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Smith ¢ 

Senator Smrru. I would like to know when did you meet with Mr. 
Becker. 

Mr. Kiermas. On Sunday night. . 

Senator Smrru. And were you seeking legal advice from Mr. 
Becker ? 

Mr. Krermas. No. I believe Mr. Becker just wanted to know what 
my story would be. 

Senator Surrn. Mr. Becker asked to talk with you, then? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Hrenprickson. Mr. Becker was acting on behalf of this 
committee? Did he tell you that? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. Did he question vou at length 


Mr. Krermas. No. He just wanted to know what part I played 


with— 

Senator Henprickson. Did you tell Mr. Becker anything that you 
have not told this committee ? 
Mr. Kiermas. No: I haven't. 


\T 


Ir. Beexer. One question, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Kiermas, where w 


this meeting? About what time was it? 

Mr Ka ermAS. At vour house about I believe it was 8 or 9 o’clock. 
oo cxer. And that request was made in accordance with a tele- 

] rie adie available sole uld speak with you? 

as. ec That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And about how long did I discuss the matter with you 
Mr. Kiermas? 

Mr. Krermas. [ would say about 20 minutes or 

Mr. Becker. And during the course of my seanvenceoatieins Ail I have 
a certain amount of difliculty finding out dates and times and places 
and where you were in Baltimore and the time? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mir. Becker. And you did not recall many things that occurred. 
You told nae that you did not pay very much attention because y 
had A small part In the cai npaign, is that hot right ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Is there any question about it ? 

Mr. Kiermas. There is no question about that. That is what | 
told vou. 

Mr. Becker. And I told you I was interested in finding out wha 
part you played, is that right? 
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Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. BECKER. And then you told me the story f 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Is that any citferent than wh: 
mittee today ¢ 

Mr. Kirermas. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Becker. Did I make any suggestion 
to what you were to say or how to say it or your demea 

Mr. Krermas. No; you did not. 

Mr. Becker. How many times di 
vour life? 

Mr. Krermas. Once or twice. 

Mr. Becker. And the only purpose of you 
with you because you were going to be a 
fact / 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. | never talked with you before eithe 
uy other way ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Or have anyone else speak to 4 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Is that not a fact / 

Mr. Kirermas. That is right. 

Senator Monronery. Mr. Hennings? 

Senator Henninas. Mr. Kiermas. 
senator Smith said that you had been 

ryury. 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

senator Hi NNINGS, Wi o ady ist d you about 

Mr. Krermas. Well, I don’t believe I was ad 
about it. 

Senator Hi NNINGS. Oh, you read about it ¢ 

Mr. Kirermas. Yes. 

Senator Hrennines. And when you told Senator Smith you 
been advised you meant rather that you had read about it ? 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator HEeENNINGS. And what cid you read about the 
of perjury ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. That vou would be sent to prison. 

Senator Hennines. Where did you read that / 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall where I read it, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. When did you read that? 

Mr. Krermas. Possibly several years ago. 

Senator HeNNINGS. Several vears ago. You did not discuss that 
phase of the matter with Mr. Becker, did you! 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Hennines. It was not necessary, was it? 

Mr. Krermas. No. 

Senator Hennings. Now when I asked you some time back before 
his intervening questioning about whether you talked to Miss Jean 
Kerr, Mr. Moore, or Mr. Surine, Mr. Nillis. you sald that you talked 
to all of them and you undertook to relate what you remembered of 
those conversations, but you did not tell me about this meeting of all 
of you Sunday night, did you? 


} 
i 
‘ 


( Vol evel 


‘ 
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Mr. Kirrmas. Well, I didn’t think of it at the time.. 

Senator HenNINGs. oe did not remember it ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. Well, I am nervous and confused about the thing 
and I just did not think of it. It isn’t my intention to lie to this 
committee. ; 

Senator Henninos. I certainly hope it is not, Mr. Kiermas, but you 
just did not remember that meeting Sunday night ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right, at the time. 

Senator Hennrnes. How long did this meeting last ? 

Mr. Krermas. I think it was at Mr. Becker’s home possibly about 
three-quarters of an hour. 

Senator Hennines. And with whom did you go there? 

Mr. Krermas. With Ewell Moore. 

Senator Henninos. And when you arrived who was there? 

Mr. Krermas. Mr. Becker. 

Senator Hennines. Did anyone else come in there after? 

Mr. Krermas. Yes; Mr. Surine came in there after. 

Senator Henntnes. And did anyone come after that? 

Mr. Kirrmas. No; just the three of us. 

Senator Hennines. And you gentlemen sat around and what pro- 
cedure was followed there? Mr. Becker, I take it, asked you certain 
questions, did he? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And did he ask Mr. Surine certain questions / 

Mr. Krermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennrnes. And did he ask Mr. Moore certain questions? 

Mr. Kirermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. All in the presence of each of you, is that right ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennincs. Do you remember any of those questions? 

Mr. Krermas. No: I don’t, Senator. I was reading a newspaper 
after he asked me a few questions. I sat there and read a newspaper. 

Senator Hennines. After he had asked you a few questions you 
sat there and read a newspaper ? 

Mr. Krermas. I was tired and not too much concerned. 

Senator Hennines. You were tired and not too much concerned. 
That is to say, you were somewhat disinterested ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Yes; I would say I was just disinterested in the 
matter. 

Senator Hennes. In spite of the fact that you called Miss Kerr 
to tell her you were going to testify, right ? 

Mr. Kirrmas. Well, I just called to say hello and said I was going 
to testify, that is about all. 

Senator Hennines. I believe you testified that you had asked sev 
eral other people before you went to this meeting Sunday night about 
procedure, did you not? 

Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall, Senator. 

Senator Henntnes. You don’t recall? 

Mr. Krermas. I am so confused now that I can’t even think. 

Senator Hennes. Is there any part of your testimony here before 
this committee today that you would like to reflect further upon and 

change in any way, alter, or revise? 

Mr. Krermas. I believe I told this committee the truth, Senator 
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So far as I know I have told the truth and the questions I couldn’t 
answer, I just can’t answer them, that is all. 
Senator Hennrines. Did ‘you leave Mr. Becker’s house with Mr. 
Moore? 
Mr. Kiermas. Yes. 
Senator Henninos. Did anyone else go with you? 
Mr. Kiermas. No. 
Senator Hennines. Was Mr. Surine there when you left? 
Mr. Kiermas. I don’t recall whether Mr. Surine left ahead of us or 
t. I believe that we might have left all the same. 
senator HENNINGS. This is the night before last we are talking 
out, 
Mr. Krermas. That is right. 
Senator Henninos. As you left did you and Mr. Moore have any 
rther conversation about any of these matters ¢ 
Mr. Krermas. I don’t think so. 
Senator Hennines. You do not think so? 
Mr. Krermas. No. I was tired. 
Senator Henninos. And not very much interested ? 
Mr. Krermas. No. 
Senator Hennines. Thank you, sir. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? Iexcuse me, Senator Hen- 
drickson. 
Senator Henprickson. Mr. Kiermas, what was Mr. Becker doing 
while you were reading the newspaper ¢ 
Mir. Krermas. He was talking to Don Surine and Ewell Moore. 
Senator Henprickson. I take it that he examined you first and 
iked to you first, and then he talked to Mr. Moore? 
Mr. Krermas. That is right. 
Senator Henprickson. And you were reading the paper while he 
talking to Mr. Moore, is that right ? 
Mir. Krermas. That is right. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker ? 
Mr. Becker. Just one question. Mr. Kiermas, is it not a fact that 
r. Surine was not present when I talked with you, and that I subse- 
iently called him on the telephone after I finished talking with Mr. 
\loore ¢ 
Mr. Krermas. That is right. 
Mr. Becker. Isn’t that the fact ? 
Mr. Kirermas. Yes. 
Vir. Becxer. That Mr. Surine came later / 
\ir. Kaerwas. He came much later. 
Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, 1 want to make a statement for the 
cord so there will be no inferences. I have seen most all the wit- 
Sses just as they have been seen by the investigators by the chief 
nsel. It is my duty to do so in an official capacity, and I spoke 
th and ealled for Mr. Kiermas. I have been keeping abreast 
the witnesses as they are called. | spoke with Mr. Kiermas in 
tne Thanner that | spoke with other witnesses in order to elicit 
facts and properly prepare an examination of, if necessary, when 
took the witness stand. 
With respect to Mr. Kiermas, I arranged through a telephone 
for Mr. Kiermas to come to my oflice, but he was unable to do so 
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on Saturday. So, therefore, I arranged for him to come to my home 
on Sunday night. 

Mr. Kiermas came; he did not have the prepared statement which 
he gave to this committee. I went over the facts very briefly with 
him, and then he sat in a chair in the other part of the living room. 
Then I talked with Mr. Moore. Later I called Mr. Don Surine. 

I had a previous appointment with him on Saturday, but he could 
not keep it. I did want to find out what the nature of his testimony 
would be, so for the oflicial record, I did that in my official capacity 
in speaking to these witnesses as I have interviewed other witnesses 
heretofore. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, just one more question. Mr, 
Kiermas, who prepared the statement you came here with this 
morning ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. I did. 

Senator SENNINGs. Did you have any assistance in preparing it ¢ 

Mr. Kreraas. A girl typed it up for me. 

Senator Hi urine s. Did you discuss with anyone at all the con- 
tents of it other than the girl, of course ¢ 

Mr. Kirermas. I believe I showed it to Don Surine and told him that 
it Was my statement. 

Senator Hennines. You believe you showed it to Don Surine and 
who else ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. And told him it was my statement. 

Senator Hennines. Told him it was your statement ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And is this the statement that you showed to 
Mr. Surine ¢ 

Mr. Krermas. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Were any changes made 

Mr. Kirrmas. No. 

Senator Hennines. Or deletions ? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Hennines. Anything stricken from it? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator HeNNiNGs. You dictated it to the girl ¢ 

Mr. Kirrmas. No; I wrote it out and she typed it up. 

Senator Hennines. And she typed it up? Who did that? 

Mr. Kiermas. Julia Blair in our office. 

Senator Hennings. Miss Blair typed it up, handed it to you, and 
you read it over and showed it to Mr. Surine and then came in—— 

Mr. Kirermas. I don’t even know if he looked at it or not. 

Senator Henntnes. Did you hand it to him? 

Mr. Krermas. I believe it was laying on my desk. 

Senator Hennrves. And why do you say you showed it to him if 
it was laying on your desk ? 

Mr. Krermas. I said, “Here is my statement.” 

Senator Hennines. You do not know whether he read it or not? 

Mr. Kiermas. No. 

Senator Hennines. Did he appear to be reading it? 

Mr. Krermas. I think he just looked at it momentarily and walked 
out the door. 

Senator Hennines. Made no comment about it at all? 


Mr. Kiermas. No. 
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Senator Hennineas. So then you took that statement and brought 
it here this morning ¢ 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator HENNINGs. You made copies ane supplied the committee 
with copies of the statement ? 

Mr. Kiermas. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Monrongey. Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDrruorr. Mr. Kiermas, you stated in reply to earlier 
trons that the only people vou talked to about your appearan I 
smorning are the people whom you mentioned. Now this is Tu 

laynoon. Do you recall when you first met me ¢ 
Mr. Krermas. I believe the first time I met you 
orning. 
Mr. MeDermorr. And did you at that time explain to me that you 
id very limited contact with this matter and that there was not 
uch you cou ld testify about / 
Mr. Krermas. That is right. 
Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Kiermas, for giving 
vour testimony. 


ques- 


The committee hearine will stand in recess until 
ifternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 Dp. ™., the subcommittee adjourned, 

ie at 2 p.m. this same day.) 


~ o'cloe k this 


to recon- 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The hearing subcommittee 


would like for the record to show that Mr. Fulton Lewis is ay 
ng here in answer to our invitation extended to him to appear and give 
the benefit of any testimony that he might have. The complaint otf 
nator Tydings mentioned his name before the committee and we 
should be allowed to appear if he wished to do so and make his 
wh statement. 
Would you stand and state your name, Mr. Lewis? 


TESTIMONY OF FULTON LEWIS, JR 


Mr. Lewis. Fulton Lewis, Jr. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 

ve before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 

thing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Lewis. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before us. 
You have a prepared statement, I believe, of which we have copies. 

Mr. Lewis. Members of the subcommittee, | appreciate your invi- 
tation to appear before you. In the interest of orderly procedure, 
erhaps a few preliminary facts should be entered in the record. 

pg surprisingly enough, Iam not a Republican. Iam registered 


=! 


Mary’s County, Md., as an Inde ‘pendent, and have never been 

side red as anything else, 
Second, I made no contribution to any political campaign—either 
the last election or in any other election—with one exception. | 
did contribute $50, last fall, to the campai ign of the Democratic candi- 


85670—51 —38 
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date for the Maryland State Senate from St. Mary’s County, a very 
fine, clean young man who, I am sorry to say, was “defeated. 

Third, I had nothing to do with the Butler organization in Mary- 
land last fall, or any affiliated organizations of the Butler campaign ; 
and I declined numerous invitations to speak at Republican rallies, 
including a very large rally just before election day in Montgomery 
County. I do not even know who the Republican State chairman is, 
and I had no contact with the Republican State or county organi 
zations insofar as I am aware. 

I believe that one of my staff members did call the attention of 
the Butler campaign manager, Mr. Jon Jonkel, to my broadcast of 
Wednesday, October 25, which dealt with an FBI letter about Stati 
a nt files: but it was my understanding that Senator Brewster, 

f Maine. who obtained the letter from the FBI already had called 
to Mr. Jonkel’s attention. 

ix-Senator Tydings imdulged this committee in some romanti 
imaginings about some sort of a conspir acy between the Chicagi 
Tribune, the Mutual Broadcasting System, the W ashington Times 
Herald, and me, to violate laws prohibiting corporations from con 
tributing to political campaigns. 

Let me set you aright on that score. I have a contract with thi 
Mutual Broadeasting System, through my manager, William B. 
Dolph, to deliver to them a 1414-minute program of comment on thi 
news every night, Monday through Friday at 7 p.m. eastern standard 
time. I have been doing that for about 14 years now. The contract 
specifies that Mutual has no control over my factual material, direc: 
or indirect, and indeed does not even have the power to edit that 
material, except from the standpoint of libel and profanity, and i1 
fact, they do not even do that. I gather my own news with the help 
of two very able assistants, Mr. Russel Turner and Mr. Edward 
Neller, both of whom are gentlemen of the highest integrity and pro 
fessional ethics, and they are not of the keyhole-peeping school of 
journalism. 

The Mutual Broadcasting System in turn, sells my program, as 
part of its service, to some 535 radio stations throughout the country. 
Those stations in turn may put the program on the air “sustaining” 
rr they may sell the program to a local sponsor, who inserts his ow 
advertising; or they may not put it on the air at all. Tam happy t 
say that there are not too many in the latter classification. 

Neither the Mutual Broadcasting System nor I have any contr 
whatsoever over whether the local stations use the program or not, 
and, of course, the local stations have no control over what I say 
Where stations sell the program to a sponsor, the sponsor pays t! 
station for its time, and pays an additional sum as a talent fee t 
Mutual. Mutual, in turn, guarantees me a certain minimum pt 
week, and above that we split the income. 

In cases where the program is not formally sponsored in the ord 
nary sense of the word, the habit of the stations is to sell so-call 
premium spots, either in the body of the program or at the beginnit 
and end of it. That is done by WOR in New York, and by WCB) 
in Baltimore, Md., and in numerous other places as well. — 

I present these facts to demonstrate how untenable ex-Senato 
da al conte ‘ntion is—that I was given “free time” by the Mutu 
Broaden ny System to mi ake politic ‘al Sspeec hes about him and th 
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ie was not accorded the same “free time.” And let me interject here, 
ventlemen, and Mrs. Smith, I have provided a complete copy of all 
of the broadcasts from the time of the Maryland primaries on through 
election date. Every broadcast in which Senator Tydings’ name is 
nentioned is included in full in that list. So that you may see for 
ourselves exactly what was said. 

In the first place, as you will see by reading the broadcasts in ques- 
on, and by other facts which [ present to you in this testimony, the 
roadcasts were not political speeches. ‘They were strictly legitimate, 
ruthful factual reporting and commentary, and the reason the pig 
juealed was because the broadcasts exposed some barefaced and 
otally unprine ipled misrepresentation and distortion in some of Mr. 
['ydings’ campaign literature, and the exposure, no doubt, did hurt. 

The broadcasts in question were strictly a continuation and ¢ 

vrowth of other broadcasts I had ~~ n doing ever since the feted 
f the Tydings investigation back in February. I have here, = 
mittee is interested, a complete file of all broadeasts for the ye 

0. There is a whole suitcase full of them here, in which I men- 

med Senator Tydings, and they will corroborate what I have just 
uid, 

Getting back to the argument about my being given free time by 
nsponsored stations (which is a complete distortion of the facts, as 

iave shown), the reasoning of Senator Tydings is rather tortured. 

en on his own premise. I doubt that this committee would contend 
that when an individual runs for public office all news and editorial 

edia must refrain from any mention of him, or his past record, o1 
e conduct of his campaign, on the ground that any such mention 

a political speecli. 

lhe argument is patently ridiculous, and it becomes the more so in 

s case when you read the two broadcasts—October 12 and 13—that 
niched ex-Senator Tydings off on his wild and fantastic ride through 
e painful ordeal of wounded ego. If his contention were to hold, 

newspapers would suspend publication, and all radio stations and 
etworks would have to ban all political news, whenever an election 

forthcoming. 

However, by way of practical reality—-let me show you how com- 
etely irresponsible Mr. Tydings was in this case, even on the 

iis own fallacious contention. 

Mutual has five stations in the State of Maryland, all of which carry 

program: Cambridge, Salisbury, Baltimore, Hagerstown, and 
mberland. In addition, the program can be heard in a considerabk 
ortion of the State—or could be heard at that time—over Station 
WEAM in Arlington, Va. Let me quote from ex-Senator Tydis og 
orn testimony to you: 


basis 


* first of all, a great many of these stations in Maryland, and in the 
try, over which Lewis makes his talks, are frequently unsponsored By 
I mean no one pays for the radio time at all. It is unpaid-for time. Only 
1 Lewis has a sponsor on a paid station is the radio time paid for. <All ot 
it is free to Lewis. 
ese unsponsored stations with free time for Lewis are more numerous 
at first supposed. Indeed, many of the political broadcasts made by Ley 
the Maryland campaign were made over unsponsored Maryland r: 
ms—as well as over unsponsored stations in other States, and her 
) time was free to Lewis without any charge whatsoever. 


ie 
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The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that with the exception of the Balti 
more station, which as I told you before sells spots in and around the 
program and derives its reve nue in that way, the program was spon 
sored on every one of the Maryland stations, and on Station WEAM 
in Arlington, Va. I have here communications from each of the 
radio stations concerned, so stating, and I offer them for the informa 
tion of the committee. 

In short, even within the terms of his own ridiculous and untenabk 
and unfactual contention, ex-Senator Tydings’ case falls flat on it 
face. He has, indeed, imposed upon your committee and has taker 
advantage of you. 

Insofar as the supposed conspiracy between me, the Mutual Broad 
casting System, the Chicago Tribune, and the Washington ‘Times 
Herald is concerned, let me state categorically that I received no sug 
gestions or requests from any one of these sources about any broad- 
casts on Tydings or anybody else, in the last campaign or at any other 
time within mv ey, = oe and that means by direction 01 
indirection, in pe rson or by phone, by letter or by outja board. 

Insofar as ex-Senator Tydings’ citations—in his testimony—of 
allewed Sahat aa by me are concerned, I call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that. except for his last one, taken from m) 
broadcast of September 26, 1950, they were all taken from broadeasts 
long before the primary campaigns began in Maryland; they were not 
ere in any way with the election campaign, they were con 
cerned, rather, as current day-by-day news devolpments in the 
‘ ving investigation of the State Department. Is it his contention 
that because he was considering the possibility of running for reelec 
tion to the Senate the following November, that any reference made 
to him, in the course of such a owe! controversy as his investigation 
of the State Department—in February or March—automatically 
became a poli itical speec h? 

The fact is that insofar as these quotations are concerned—and 
note that most . them are not dated by him in his testimony to you- 
a Tydings again has imposed upon this committee and again has 

trempt ed to mi ‘lead you. This committee is not investigating th 
press and radio news media, to determine whether ex-Senator Tydings 
was fairly or unfairly treated in the reporting of the daily develop- 
ments of his investigation of the State Department. 

His testimony was supposed to show that he was unfairly treate: 
in the Maryland elections, which is the province of this nieetiantion. 
Yet the samples he cleverly submitted to you under that pretext had 
nothing whatsoever to do with the Maryland election campaign. 

* ‘They were comments and reports on the daily conduct and 
hi: ap pe mings of his wide ly criticized State De partment investigation. 

The one lone example which he quoted, that did fall within the time 
scope of the Maryland campaign, is a sample of the sly and devious 
manner in which he has lifted single paragraphs out of context to 
serve sae own ends and to mislead this committee. 

Let me quote from Senator Tydings’ testimony to you: 

Again, on September 26, 1950, we find Lewis saying in his nightly attack the 
following 

Let me interject here that the record of my broadcasts, all of which 
were made available to ex-Senator Tydings, shows that prior to that 
date of September 26—when I “continued my nightly attacks’—the 
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the outcome of the Maryland primary elections. which he won, Lhe 


last time prior to that was July 27. You see what a “nightly attack” 
July 27 to September IS and 19, to September 26, But let 


last time I mentioned him was Septeml er 18 and 19, when I reported 


/ 


0) with his testimony. He Is quoting trom that broadeast of S 


ember 26: 


d Lewis saying, in his nightlh 


signation of Mr. Lewis Douglas 
James, effective November 1, aroused 
as to whether the long and oft-| 
tor Millard Tydings of Marylat 
whitewash of the McCarthy charg: 
it’s been bruited about Washingtor 
ngs investigatio of the Stat Depa 


m which it came were sourees that w 


kx-Senator Tydings then says 


barviand situation a 
Ex-Senator Tvdings 


i.iinmv home in St. Mary’s Co 


or Democrat >of the count 


hall Butler who was ft 
a vdings. I myself 
} 


ul heard that he was to 
en Monday morning. I ce 


the hospitality of mv ho 
ifortable start in the mor 
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Among my Democratic neighbors whom I invited to meet him that 
Sunday night, I carefully included Senator Tydings’ own No. 1 cham 
pion, and chief promoter, in St. Mary’s County, Mr. Kenneth Duk: 

Mr. Duke, as well as all others who attended, were told in advanc 
the purpose of the meeting, and Mr. Duke occupied a very considerab|; 
portion of the evening attempting to controvert statements which 
inade and which Mr. Butler made about Senator Tydings’ record. 

As to whether or not the meeting was successful, the ‘election result 
would seem to be the most reliable evidence in that regard. I am cer 
tain, however, that no member of this committee, or of this Congres 
would question my right as a resident and voter in the State o 
Maryland, to invite my friends and neighbors to meet a political cand 
date, particularly when the local lieutenant of the candidate’s politica 
opponent was present, and vigorously vocal. 

Several years ago when Senator and Mrs. Tydings were by hous 
guests, at the same spot, Mr. Tydings had no erticism when I invite 
people—many of the same people—in to meet him. 

Ex-Senator Tydings—in his testimony—then speaks of an adve1 
tisement which appeared in Baltimore newspapers, paid for by th 
Butler campaign headquarters, requesting the people of Baltimore t: 
listen to Fulton Lewis, Jr. that night. EEx-Senator Tydings resorted 
in this connection, to the age-old and shop-worn rhetorical trick 0 
phrasing a thought in the form of a question so as to carry an intend 
meaning by innuendo without actually making a statement. 

I quote his statement— 

Now, how did Butler know that Lewis was going to speak against Tyding 
unless Lewis told him? Thereafter, as the ad indicates, Mr. Lewis began his cam 
paign over those unsponsored and unpaid radio stations, attacking me continual! 
night after night. I herewith put this ad in the record for the informatio! 
of the committee. 

Mr. Tydings’ question is very easily answered. 

It was on tuesday, October 10, 1950, that President Truman a 
nounced he was flying to an unnamed spot in the Pacifie to meet wit 
Gen. Douglas MacArthur, and that day I devoted the entire broadcast 
to a review of the background of the so-called advisers and expert 
whom the Pi esident was taking along with him, pointing out particu 
larly to the fact that Philip Jessup and Assistant Secretary of Stat: 
Dean Rusk were among the original promoters of the idea that Chines: 
Communists were just simple peasants and agrarian reformers. That 
led, the following night, eis further treatment of the whole fa: 
eastern foreign policy debacle. And at the end of that second broad 
cast Wednesday night I said— 

Tomorrow night I'll tell you about Senator Tydings and his part in the whole 
thing. 

Frankly I cannot blame ex-Senator Tydings for not being a regula: 
and enthusiastic nightly listener of my commentary, but it happe1 
that some individual in the organization of his opponent, Mr. Butle: 
was listening and immediately called my office asking whether the) 
might have permission to publish in the Baltimore papers the fol 
lowing day an advertisement urging readers to tune in and hear wha 
I had to say at 7 o’clock. 

I am not in the habit of turning down such windfalls of free pro 
motion, and my office staff member to whom the Butler people talkec 
was well aware of that fact and gave my vicarious O. K., reporting t: 
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me what he had done later that evening. I recall that I commended 
his good judgment. 

That is the mysterious and sinister history of our conspiracy with 
the Butler headquarters in advance of that broadcast. Let me assure 
this committee that had Mr. Tydings’ headquarters phoned and made 

he same offer, | would gladly have approved a similar advertisement 
paid for by them, too. Senator Tydings seemed less generous, however. 

The broadcasts which I did on the nights of Thursday and Friday, 

ctober 12 and 13, were based on a pamphlet which Senator ‘Tydings’ 

eutenant, Mr. Duke, has circulated among the individuals who at 

ended the meeting in my home. I have a copy of that pamphlet 

wh ( I) | will be delighted to turh over to the committee. Nii 

‘of his friend, Senatoi 


1 


Duke distributed them quite widely in behalf 
l'ydings, and investigation disclosed that t 
adquarters was spreading them over the entire 
several forms, some six pages, some four, some onl 


I 
he Baltimore ‘Tydings’ 


State. They wer 
‘pages 
ut all containing essentially the same material. 1 
onymously in the mail under postmark of Leonardtown, 
| assume it was sent me by Mr. Duke. 
lt was an amazing document, entitled “The Truth About 
ymmittee’s Investigation of the Stat Department.” And 


stituted a defense of Senator Tydings and his handling of the 
1 | artment in vestigat ion In the form of quoted statement 
ublican Representative Jonkman, of Mic ‘higan, and Senato) 
of Massachusetts. There also was ;: acsimile of a lette 
Director J. Edgar Hoover, which the folder cor 
hat the State Department files were intact and 
tampered with. 
\s a matter of repertorial curiosity, I went 
onal Record from which these quotatiol s 
ether they had been preset ted in their le: 
rund quite t - opposite. TI CY had beet 
text and the I 3 | letter cid not Say 
ying at all. 
In t — in election « unpaign in any 


or material not only legitimate and proper 


1 
} 


sta 


ity of any reporter or commentator to report suci 
vrity of election peace s. The Tydings broch 

ipled, untruthful. cle verly twisted oe to make the 

} 


Marvland believe untruths in his behalf, and was a thoroug 
sible ruse, clearly COnCE ived in es cishones sty, 


| devoted two broadeasts to it. transer Ipts ot whicl Abd nave alread 
resented to the committee. I ask you to note that the informat 
presented as fact. If these two broadcasts be the “pl re and mw 
dulterated political tirades, which a child of 10 years would know 
such,” as ex-Senator Tydings describes them, then all political 
porting of any kind, in newspapers and radio stations, must be 
ed in the future throughout the duration of any political 
on. 
So far as Senator Tydings’ behavior was concerned, thi 
roadeasts seemed to start a chain reaction of phantasmagor 
efies description. He telegraphed the Mutual Broadcasting Sy 
New York after the first broadcast, and again after the second 


pies of which telegrams I offer for the record. He also wire 
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station WCBM, the Mutual outlet in Baltimore, both nights, and 
I also offer copies of both of them for the record. 

Mr. Milton Burgh, in charge of the news department in New York, 
sent back the following wire to the first telegram : 

In the absence of Mr. White (president) your telegram of the 15th has come 
to my attention. We are investigating your complaint against Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
and our Washington office will get in touch with you promptly. 

MILTON Bureu., 

Later that afternoon the second telegram arrived and Mr. Burg! 
telephoned Mr. Hollis Seavey, the Washington representative of Mu 
tual, to get in touch with Senator Tydings, which he did. Mr. Seavey, 
Iam sure, will be glad to testify before this committee as to the mor: 
gruesome and gory details, but in brief, what Senator Tydings wanted 
was my 7 o’clock time over the entire Mutual network for two ev: 
nings. Mr, Seavey properly demurred to that demand, and on Mor 
day morning, at 8 o’clock, Senator Tydings called Mr. Burgh at 
his home in New York City, and a long wrangle ensued. Mr. Burg 
also refused to agree to 1 wo broadcast per ods, 

Mr. Burgh reported the details to me that afternoon—Monday 
about 3 o’clock, and I told him I would be more than happy to read 


in full and in sineerity, any statement Senator Tydines wanted to 


make, backn fF up His ¢ harge Oot untrue o1 misleading tatements o! 
mv part. l publieh made that offer on my broadeast that night. 
as you will see from the transcripts. explaining faithfully the com 
pice nt that Senator Ty iad naiacde 

Che rafternoon I re ved a lone sram from him, wh 
Vou. | fj 4 ted } fii}] the bro | } f that afternoon, askn 
: j ‘ tsa Cydines had ma 
: sail ho e come to me first. 1 
l 1 ri\ } Hi j l I I tay ont b | rer 
{ n o night 

in 9 | t of W < \ | ported further « 1] 
devel ! ! a ) t Senate iV | » Ol he { 
lon c ‘ Thurs \ i I iy ‘ | nt Mu ul 
hear wh ul tos 

[ ask that the committee members read these three broadeast 
because they were a faithful, fair, and, I think, gentlemanly preset 
tation of Senator Tydings’ complaints in full and a sincere effort te 
hy list ! li {1 c } i be | rd 

They are. how ver, part of \ hat sSenatol Tvdines Says were 

ightly attacks” on him, “political attacks.” that were part of a 
ay t | Ns} I if VY « 

On Thursday night I was making a dinner speech outside Philade 
ph a. and Senator TPTvdines radio talk was beme piped in to low 
speakers, so that all could hear. I heard, of course, the standby a 


nouncements that there were transmission difficulties. Mr. Gordo 
Gray, anager of WW iP 11) Philadelphia, Wills there W ith me, at cd dro 


1 


me tothe train att rward, and we : ereed that the fair thing to do \\ 
to offer Senator Tydings my time the following meht. beeause he had 


missed i little of his time >> ninutes und 8 seconds to be exact and 


} 


} 
from what I had heard. he still had not dealt with two of the fou 
pol ts | } ad made in miy broad asts of the previous week about him, 
and I didn’t want him to be able to claim he had not had sufficient 




















MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 5S7 
So, in longhand on the train, I wrote out a telegram to Mr. Tydings 
which I sent to Salisbury, to his Baltimore headquarters, and I believe 
also to his home in Havre de Grace, to that effect, telling him that if 
he would tell ie where he would like to originate, I would make avall 
ble my time on Friday night, also. 
Mr. Seavey had also wired him 
eram here—offering him the first available network period to repeat 
is broadeast, and he also had been offered a 15-minute period 
following evening, by Mutual, over the Maryland network. 
At about 5:30 Friday afternoon, Western Union’s Was! 
fice called to warn us that a 1.500-word telegram from 


| ] 
hey wouk 


| 


and I have a COpPy of that tele 


i 


ivdines was beginning to come in, and t 


takes—I believe somebody referred to it as “t 


mportant that this be read into the record, 


o tolerant. 


LewIs, Jr 
Care Station WEA . / tl Broadecastiy 


In your recent broadcast you read my 
your remarks concerning me and the Maryla 
ime network you used in those remarks, you 


discussing my campaign pamphlet appro: 
broadcast periods; and offered, I thought, t ’ 
time to reply which you used on the two o 


} 
i 
1 


oO take me } mi iV request 


ve me the same amount of 
Consequently, | prepared tw 


discussing the pamphlets, 
ately 12 minutes each to cover your two broadcasts ; 
sion as I supposed was implicit in all statements, 


mple opportunity to reply Last night I wk the fir 
Mutual station in Baltimore, WCBM met by 


s director, from Washington, who 


od in which to reply fully instead 
ck me This it seems to me was ¢ , 
and made it appear to mine That vou were 


ii 
e radio audience supposed our statement 
Inity to reply to your ty ) es which 
dition of fair play ar ustice Mir. Seay 
st I ws t take 25 to 24 minute 


nutes iS procedure 
vi ha 1 Sponsor pa 
broadeasting stations to make a_ politica 


pilign because 


Oo pay, 

SePCO! ad piace 
uswer vou to the same audience you addressed in : king 
In the third place, I certair lv was ed to believe by the official 
Broadcasting Co., to whom I protested vigorously, that I would 


articularly 


Thiet 


fl 


opportunity, in view of all the circumstances, ; 1 
ng free time without payment, which of course, you had 1 


well know for the purposes that you employed 
In the fourth place, your remarks on last Thursday 
ted conversation between you and the Republi: 
Maryland, in which you confess you gave them ] 
‘ ing speex h Obvi usly, the Vv wou ad Y hay 
hem know in advance some of the 


vou were able to make 
vou 


fifth place, you also know that 


me shortly before this broadcast of 
unt published in the St. Mary’s 


: showing your biased opinion in th 
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news director, that that broadcast was not heard due to alleged technical diffi 
culties except in the station where I was talking, ‘for 4 minutes and 20 seconds.’ 
And as you say, “For the first 3 minutes.” Consequently, even my first chanc 
to reply to you was not heard by the people of America, or by the stations i; 
Maryland, other than by the one in Baltimore, for more than one-third of th 
time of this first period that I was offered. 

In view of these facts, I wish tonight to read again in your time over the sam: 
network you used my speech in full altered somewhat in the beginning so I may 
find time to explain to the audience just what occurred as generally containe 
in this telegram, I should like to make the second speech talk in answer to youn 
second talk Monday night in your time over the same network, as I shall by 
in Frederick, Md., that day and would thank you to make arrangements so | 
may speak from that place for I must address a mass meeting there shortly aft 
I broadcast. 

if the circumstances were reversed and I had made two broadcasts reflecting 
on you, I would offer two answering broadcasts to you with the same amoun 
of time I had consumed. You yourself said in your telegram today that you 
missed part of my broadcast, so did all America, besides you stated on the radi 
you would welcome giving me the time because it would help to build up you 
radio audience. I am ready to take it, and I would like also, if I might hav 
the additional time to reply to your other lies that I want to be Ambassador t: 
Great Britain, that I was booed out of a meeting in Washington where ther 
were 100 Marylanders present, and who instead of booing me when I left, mos 
all of whom arose and applauded vehemently as I waved to them on the steps o1 
departure. 

Likewise, to your unctuous statement that if I wanted to investigate fully 
I would get the real facts by calling on Gen. William Donovan and Gen. Patric! 
Hurley who would be glad to give us information that would prove one phase of 
our investigation. When as a matter of fact, I did call on these two gentlemen 
who proved you are totally wrong as the record will show, because neither o 
them had anything to contribute remotely confirming what you had claimed 
Neither of them was called as a witness as contact was made with them and 
they both said in effect, “That they did not care to testify because they had 
nothing concrete, other than what we already had.” 

Preceding your broadcast before our country I would love to tell the American 
people, first, that you ran out on your agreement to give me equal time and 
secondly, of the habitually false statements many of them suggest to docu 
mentary proof which you have made about me from time to time in your efforts 
even before the Maryland campaign started to “smear me all over America.” 

If you do not give me this time, Mr. Lewis, it looks to me as if you are afraid 
to give it tome, In the meantime, how about your continued use without spon 
sors of the radio time of various stations for political purposes for which no one 
in America makes payment? Do you enjoy the privilege of having free time or: 
the radio for political purposes which is denied to me? 

Finally, when I protested that I should have equal time to reply to your 
remarks I was told I could not have it, but that I could speak to a Maryland 
audience only and not to your audience until a later time some night. This 
caused me to spend $450 in advertising a broadcast in,Maryland at another hou 
as I was denied your audience until my accumulated protests of your unfairness 
and the fact that you have used free.time to which you have no right without 
sponsors for payment to make a political speech: And the fact of the alleg 
mechanical difficulties of last evening caused you to wire me today and insist 
in your wire that I make my second speech when you know that even 
first one was pot carried fully over the network. 

Tonight, therefore, as indicated above, if your facilities are available I sha 
try to set all of these matters right insofar as the opportunity is offered me. As 
Iam in Salisbury tonight, I shall go to radio station WBOC at 7 o’clock to make 
a broadcast over the Mutual Network as it is one of your affiliated Mutual Ne 
work stations and I am speaking 20 miles from Salisbury shortly after 8 o'clock 
and this is the only Mutual station near. 

Mitnarp BE. Typinas. 


That telegram is dated Baltimore, Ma., 3:54 p. m., and that is the 
end of “The Thing.” 

Let me call the attention of the committee to the fact that twice 
in the course of the telegram Senator Tydings acknowledges receipt 
of my telegram offering him my time that night, Friday. 
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Now let me read you the report from Mr. John W. Downing, Jr., 
program director of radio station WBOC, Salisbury, Md., and I 
fer the original of this for the record as an exhibit. 

Rapio Station WBOC AM—IFM, 
Radio Park, Salisbury, Md.. March 2, 1951. 
On Friday, October 20, 1950, WBOC was advised that United States Senator 
ard E. Tydings would broadcast from its studios on Friday, October 20, f1 


to 7:15 p. m., the time ordinarily occupied by Fulton Lewis Jr. This 
cement was necessary 


Tu 
ar- 
because Senator Tydings was planning to Campaign 
the lower Delmarva Peninsula on October 20 and 21, such campaign to be 
maxed by a Democratic Party rally in Salisbury on the evening of October 21 
Sel at approximately 10:30 
m. on Friday, October 20, to make arrangements for his broadcast, and to 
nish us with information pertaining thereto, desired by the Mutual Broad 
ting System, both in Washington and New York. 

Senator Tydings finally arrived at WBOC at 
frer some discussion decided to record his 
cording to be used from 7 to 7:15 that night 

campaign tour throughout the county. 

The manager of WBOC not being present at the time, it was my duty to make 
ch arrangements as the Senator desired, and before any definite arrangements 
uld be made, he made very bitter remarks against the Mutual Broadeasting 
stem because of the technical difficulties which had occurred during his speech 
e night before—that is on Thursday, October 19, 


st 


ator Tydings was supposed to come to our studios 


1:25 p.m. on October 20, and 
broadeast in our studios, such 


3 thereby enablng him to continue 


when approximately the 
f minutes of his address were not carried by any station on the 
ther than the originating station. 

He made the remark to me that “things like that just didn’t happen on radio 
tworks these days unless somebody wanted them to happen.” He further 
d that as a result of that technical failure the previous night, he 

ke a full 15 minutes to answer Fulton Lewis, Jr. 
possible, that 


hetwork 


intended to 
I explained that that was 
Fuiton Lewis himself only had approximately 15 
deast time—that Mr. Lewis never began his commentary until 7:01:13 
it there was a middle 30-second break for the sponsor or for a network publi 


vice announcement, and that Mr. Lewis’ commentary always ended at 7:13:15 


I further pointed out that, on this particular night there would be no middle 
mmercial or public service announcement, and that the Sena 

at 7:01:13, talk without interruption until 7:18:15. He was 
inced that he was being given identically 


ilton Lewis, Jr. 


minutes of 


or could, begin 
not at 


the same time normally used by 


Senator Tydings then said that in view of the technical difficulty the previous 
geht, he was still entitled to two complete broadcasts 
roadcasting System and by Mr. Lewis, and that in addition to the | 

this evening—and we are still speaking of Friday, 0« 


, promised him by Mutual 
roadcast 
tober 20—he was fully 
tled to another broadcast, which he assumed would be Monday, October 2: 
advised that I had no authority to even discuss that situation, but that 
ing that morning to Hollis Seavey, Mutual’s news chief in Washington, tl 
sno plan at that time, to my knowledge, to give him the third broade: 
mday the 28d. The Senator firmly insisted that he was going to have another 
madeast, and I, therefore, referred him to the afore-mentioned Mr. Seavey 
Senator Tydings then, on my office phone and at our expense, called Mr. Seavey 
Washington ; and for 40 minutes carried on a conversation with him regarding 
Situation. During the course of the conversation, in very loud tones, he 
nounced the Mutual Broadcasting System and Fulton Lewis, Jr. At one point 
made the remark—and this is the gist of his comment, though I cannot quote 
word for word—‘You boys better beat me in this election, because if you don’t, 
1 gonna get you. I know who owns the (profane adjectives) Mutual Broad 
sting System; I know they're out to get me that Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
just a shyster.” Throughout his conversation to Mr. Seavey 
re expressed over and over again 
Senator Tydings eventually reedited his speech of the previous night, whic! 
tape recorded, and which we fed to WWDC in Washington, over a special 
e at approximately 4:30 on the afternoon of Friday, October 20, 24% hours 
fore broadeast time. At or about 6:30 p. m. of that same day, I received a 
from the Mutual Broadcasting System in Washington, 
d received a lengthy telegram from Senator Tydings * 
was going on live from Salisbury at 7 p. m. I advised 


these remarks 


Stating that they 
stating 
that there must 
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some mistake, because we had recorded his speech that afternoon, the spee 
had been sent to Washington and had been received by them in good conditio1 
and it was that tape recording which would be used at 7. 

A few minutes later, as best I can remember, at 6:42 p. m., Fulton Lewis, J1 
himself called from Washington, and talked to me, again asking what Senate 
Tydings was up to. I advised him as I had just advised Mutual in Washing 
ton—that Senator Tydings had recorded his talk; that he was not here; tha 
we had no reason to expect him to deliver his speech live from WBOC, and tha 
the tape recording ti alk at WWDC in Washington was the program to go 0 
from Washington at 7 p. m. 

(Signed) JoHn W. Downline, Jr., 
Program Director. 
by wal ot summary, the ineredible sequence of facts is this: 

Senator Tydings received my telegram, voluntarily offering him my 
time on the second night. A comparison of his first and second broad 
casts shows that only preliminary and introductory material was: los 
by the line failure. 

My telegram to him specified that he was being given the time to 
finish out his statement. (The obvious fact is that he had no state- 
ment to finish out.) Knowing what the conditions were, he went to 
the radio station in Salisbury, Md., at about 1:30 Friday afternoon, 
tried to blackjack the Mutual representative in Washington out ol 
another broadcast per iod on Mond: ay; Was told positive ly and spec ifi- 

cally that he could not do so; and, knowing those facts, elected, neve 
the less, to repeat his broadcast of the previous night verbatim, by tape 
recording to be played back at 7 p.m. that evening. 

‘Thereupon he returned to Baltimore, and at 3:54 p. m. sent me the 
fifteen-hundred-word epistle, demanding the right (which I had al- 
ready offered him and he had turned down) to make a live broadeast 
from Salisbury that night and announcing that he would appear at 
the Salisbury station at 7 p.m., which he never did. 

I respectfully suggest that such a continuity hardly reflects th 
operation of an ordered mind. 

would like at this time also to submit for the committee’s inspec 
tion some of the telegrams which I received as a result of the two 
broadcast p eriods which I turned over to Senator  Tydings. Unless 
the committee so desires, I shall not burden you by 1 eadin 9 all of them, 
indetail. Suflice it tosay that they were 100 percent critical of Senator 
Tvdn rs. Among them as examples are the followi Ing: 


Wicuira, KANs 

Following message sent to Senator Millard Tydings: “You still smell red, ai 
not just herring.” 

Harriet and Roserr C. McCatn 


Houston, TEX 

Just wired Tydings, “Your so-called refutation of Fulton Lewis’ stateme! 

about a sorry batch of claptrap as I have ever heard, You will have to do bett 
than that to convince loyal thinking Americans.” 

J. L. JAMES 


AuGusTA, GA 
Just wired Tydings: “What would you charge to whitewash old cow barn 
WILLARD W. Kemp 
The remainder of the 1 te eras are in the same vein. 
The subsequent broadcasts which ex-Senator Tydings referred 
as my “continuous attac : ied after night’ : consisted of three broad 
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‘ast periods the following week, Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday. 
Tydings, in his two broadcasts on my time, had made statements 
nvolving various specific prominent figures and what they had said 

ind done. In view of the fact that I had given him two broadcast 

periods to answer me, it seemed only fair to let those individuals 
hom he had attacked have their say also. 

Therefore, the Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday broadcasts were 
levoted to playing back his statements one at a time, and then per 
mitting those individuals whom he had misrepresented to come on the 
Licrophone and give their version of the matter. To do less, it seems 
ome, would have made me guilty of the very thing Senator Tyding 

id aecused me of toward him. 

In closing, let me make the following categorical statements: 

I made no political speeches against Senator Tydings, but he made 
ne against himself, his second broadeast, in which he annoyed 

sulted the radio listening public. 

His statements before this committee were base lon unsub 
hearsay, wounded ego, and an irresponsible disregard of fact. 

There was no conspiracy to slander or misrepresent him in any « 


I ily 


y broadcasts, nor was he ever misrepresented at any time. 


\t the age ot De my daughter had the ey 1] habit of bith YY her litt le 
playmates. One Christmas Day, in the darkness of a new playhouse, 
we heard terrific screams It developed that inatussle w ith one of her 
little friends, she had seen a convenient arn and had locked her teeth 
solidly in it. The arm proved to be her OW), and she came out of 
playhouse screaming angrily, “but 1 bit myself.” 

Insofar ws his radio experiences 11) the last Can] 
lydings bit his own arm. While that hay be excusal 
sat his nage he should know better. 

I thank the committee for the opportunity to appear. 

Senator Monroney. ‘Thank you, Mr. Lewis. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Lewis. what were the factors that were respor 
for the defeat of Senator Tvdings in the last senatorial electioy / 

Mr. Lewis. In large measure his handling of the Tydings investi 

on of the State Departme nt. a veneral lack of confidence on tl] 
of the voters of the State in the Senator as a result of th 
er1ous split in the Democratic Party throughout the State. 

He was unquestionably dragged down in very considerable mea 
by the unfortunate candidate for governor, who was extremely weak 
ind very badly eriticized over the State. 

Mr. Becker. Senator Tydings, after his defeat, in an interview \ 
the United States News Report stated that the primary fac tor in his 
defeat was the worst Democratie spht in Maryland history. Would 
you say that the admission was the primary factor in his defeat / 

Mr. Lewts. It was certainly a very responsible factor in his defeat. 

\Ir. BEeEcKER. I noted that you precicted his defeat several] months 
before the election. In his statement in an interview with the United 
States World News Report, he stated that it was no surprise to hiv 
ind many of his friends. 

Mr. Lewis. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Was his defeat a surprise to you? 

Mr. Lewis. No, it was not a surprise to me. I] expected his defeat 

it I expected some defeats in 1948 also that did not come through, 

d SO | expected it with my fingers crossed on both hands. 
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Mr. Becker. You were opposed to Senator Tydings prior to tli 
Republican primary September 18 or 19? 

Mr. Lewis. Oh, sir, | have a suitease full of broadcasts beginning 
at the time the Tydings investigation began, highly critical of Senato: 
Tydings’ handling of the Tydings investigation from the time |i 
started off. 

Mr. Becker. It made no particular difference to you who the Re 
publican nominee was for the United States Senate insofar as you 
criticism of Senator 'Tydings was concerned ¢ 

Mr. Lewis. I may say, sir, that when Senator Butler was dow: 
there, he expressed his appreciation that | was for him, and I said 
“Mr. Butler, you have made a very bad mistake. I am not for you ai 
all. Lam against Mr. Tydings.” 

Mr. Becker. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ! 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. I have no questions. 

Senator MoNRoNEY. Senator Hennings / 

Senator Henninés. I have no questions. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Lewis, | want to clear up two matters | 
your statement on pages 16 and 21 you have the date on the telegran 
March 13, 1951, and on the letter March 2, 1951. 

Mr. Lewis. I cannot locate that, because my script is numbered in 
a different way. 

Senator Monroney. That is probably the date of the certified copy 
of those two telegrams. Is that correct / 

Mr. Lewis. Page 16/ Yes, sir: that is the date of the certificatior 
that March 13 up there is the date of the certification. Down in her 
you will see we lost the original and misplaced it, therefore we gol 
from the telegraph company this certified duplicate copy. 

Senator Monroney. | presume that was the date of certificatior 
but | wanted the record to show it. 

Mr. Lewis. That was the date on which they sent it to us. 

Senator Monroney. ‘They were sent on the original date of Octobe 
20, which is shown on the second one. 

Mr. Lewis. That is right. As a matter of fact, March 15 should 
be stricken. 

Senator Monroney. One other point I would like to clarify tha 
I am just a little uncertain on, and that is on the first broadcast that 
you referred to, the line difficulties mentioned were in the first 4 min 
utes of the broadeast. Is that cerrect ¢ 

Mr. Lewis. They were from 7 o’clock on the nose to 7:04:20. Now. 
I normally begin my time, my actual broadcast time, at 7:01:17, 11 
order to let the sponsors get in and have their say so, because in tha 
first 1 minute and 15 seconds is where I eat, so to speak. If it wer 
not for the sponsors, I would go awfully hungry. Therefore he did 
not lose 4 minutes and 20 seconds. He lost 4 minutes and 20 second 
less 1 minute and 17 seconds. 

Senator Monroney. But the rest of the broadcast, the other 13! 
minutes, went on on all the other stations / 

Mr. Lewis. That is correct, sir. 
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Senator Monronry. And was on the full time, I believe you said in 
the Baltimore station. 

Mr. Lewis. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And then on the following broadcast that was 
he full time and no interference. 

Mr. Lewis. No line interference at all. We have a report which I 
vil be glad to submit to the committee from A. 'T. & 'T. saying that 

ie failure was caused by the blowing out of a tube in one of the rel ays 

the A. T. & T. office in Baltimore. It is a thing that will happen. 
here is no Wi iV to avoid its happe ning, and it was mere ly unfortunate 
hat it happened on this occasion. It has happened to me, as a mat 
er of fact. Anyone who has been on radio for any length of time 
lown in your own city of Tulsa I sat in a studio for 15 minutes broad- 
( isting and it never went out of the studio at all. 

Senator Monroney. Not even out of Tulsa? 

Mr. Lewis. Not even out of Tulsa. 

Senator Monronry. I have no further questions. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. None, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. No, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator MonrRoNEY. No further que stions. Phank you very much 
for ap pe aring In answer to our invitation. 

(Exhibit 108—correspondence with radio stations; exhibit 109 
Release to Press: exhibit 110, Telegrams to Fulton Lewis: exhibit 
Speeches. The documents referred to were received and are on fil 

th the committee. ) 

Senator Monron} » # Mr. Counsel, eall the next witness. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Ewell Gibson Moore, Jr. 

Senator Monronry. Would you state your name? 


TESTIMONY OF EWELL GIBSON MOORE, JR. 


Mr. Moorr. My name is Ewell Gibson Moore, Jr. 

senator Monront y. Do you solemnly swear that the testimol V you 
ve before this committee will be the truth. the whole truth. and 
thing but the truth, so holp you God ¢ 

Mr. Moore. J do. 

Mr. Chairman, I wore ler if the committee would extend lie the 
uirtesy of letting me read my statement ? 

Senator Monronry. We certainly will, sir. Do you have extra 
pies of the statement for the committee ? 

Mr. Moore. I plan to give them out later. 

Senator Monroney. If you have them, we would like to follow 
oples, Does someone in the audience have the copies here ? 

Mr. Moore. I prefer to give them out later, Senator. 

My hame is Ewell Gibson Moore, Jr. I am 2S years of age, ] 
ttended the school of foreign service, Georgetown University, from 
hich I was graduated in 1946 with a bachelor of science degree. In 
ebruary 1950, I was graduated from the Georgetown Law School 
ith a bachelor of laws degree. lam a member of the bars of Virginia 
nd of the District of Columbia. At present I am engaged in the 
ractice of law. 

Sometime before these committee hearings began I received a tele 
one request from an employee of this committee, requesting that 
make myself available to testify. I replied that I would be glad 


1. 
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to do so at any time. Later, on February 27, 1951, when William H. 
Fedder in his testimony had attempted to damage my reputation as 
a respectable citizen, I requested that I be permitted to testify imme- 
diately after Mr. Fedder. 

I explained that my reason for this request was so that I could re 
fute Mr. Fedder’s testimony while it was still in the public mind, 
rather than weeks later when it had become a dead issue. This request 
was not granted. However, I am glad to cooperate with the commit 
tee in testifying today at its request. 

On Sunday evening, November 5, 1950, pursuant to a request from 
Donald A. Surine, George Nilles (who at that time was a real-estate 
salesman in Arlington) and I left Washington in my automobile to 
drive to Baltimore where we were to meet William H. Fedder, obtain 
Butler campaign post cards from him, count them with him, and mail 
them in the main Baltimore post office. [was told that collection and 
mailing of the eards would continue throughout the night, so that 
the cards would reach the post office in time to be sorted and dis 
tributed before the election. 

If I might amplify at that point, the general idea was that if 50,000 
ecards hit the Baltimore post oflice Sunday morning or Sunday noon, 
there would not be sufficient time to sort them and still get them mailed. 
So that was the reason why they would be mailed continuously every 

uple of hours all night. That was my understanding of it. , 

a pon the arrival in Baltimore, about midnight, we parked in front 
of the main post office, then walked to the Emerson Hotel about one 
block away. Incidentally the Emerson is a large downtown hotel 
which served as Democratic he: _— arters during the campaign. From 
the lob by ot the emerson, Mr. i Nilles and | tele ‘phone Mr. Fedder’s 
home. A woman, identifving herself as the wife of Mr. Fedder, an- 
swered and said that Mr. Fedder was out picking up Butler campaign 
vost cards. 

We left the phone booth number with Mrs. Fedder, and requested 
that Mr. Fedder call us back. Contrary to the statement of Mr. Fedder 
under oath, which statement is a le, our conversation with Mrs. Fed- 
der could not conceivably be construed as threatening. The truth is 
that Mrs. Fedder seemed annoyed at being awakened, and we were 
apologet ic for hav ing to disturb her. Also, contrary to Mr. Fedder’s 
statement, I did not suggest going to the Fedder home, as L under- 
stood it to be in a residential section of Baltimore, which would be 
unfamiliar to me. 

In amplifying that point, I would like to say I had to be given direc 
tions as to what streets to follow in order to reach even the main post 
office in Baltimore. Ido not know that city at all. 

Mr. Nilles and I waited in the lobby of the Emerson until Mr. Fed 
der telephoned us and said he would meet us with the cards which he 
_ ready for mailing. Contrary to Mr. Fedder’s statement, which 

i lie. there was no mention at this time that he had already mailed 
ieeide ab caaitets his own. 

As he had agreed by telephone, Mr, Fedder met us in the lobby 
of the Emerson Hotel. We went outside to his automobile, obt; Lined 
a batch of « ards, carried them to the pest oflice, made a rough count 
in the lobby of the post office building, and mailed the ecards. As I 
now recall, there were about 5.000 cards. 
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I will say at this point my understanding was there were be 
0,000 completed during the project. 
| was surprised at the small quantity of cards which M1 


Kedder 
had completed. 


I discussed with him the possibility of getting the 
project reorganized SO that more cards could be done that night He 
said he did not think this was possible as his employees 
earning as much money from their work as they 
he thought probab ly many of them had gone to be d. 

Mr. Fedder then began a discussion of his finane 

e Butler headquarters. 


were hot 
had expected, and 


tl difficulties with 
By the way, this aasaaiinns was 
about the subject. This was a subject of 
hich ] had ho knowledge SO I Hi erely listened to him He stated that 
is the date of election drew near he had a large volume of printing 
ork mm his shop, and he considered that he did not 
unity that the bill would be paid, 

Lccordingly, he related his efforts to contact Sen 
uly, which he said finally 


unsolicited 
me. I knew nothing 


have ndequate 
1 


ator Butler 
resulted Hh Senator Butler 
‘whereby he assumed personal responsibi 


it\ 
- Redier’ s shop. 


This was the first time that I 
f anv letter of guaranty or letter of any 
Fedder by senator Butler. Mr. 
this letter from Senator 
<tribution. 
At this point In our 


SapT't beime 
Kedder stated that upon 
Butler he had rel 


he 
WOK 


conversation, Mr. Surime 


ippeared and JO ned 
isin the lobby of the main post othies 


- building. Mr. Surine. a#far as 
can recall, inquired how many cards had been mailed. We t 
him of the number which Mr. Nilles, Mr. Fedder. wna I had 
ounted and mailed together. 
Mr. Fedder then stated to Mr. Surine that he had previous! 
ge batch of ecards by himself. Contrary to Mr. Feddet 
ent, which is : i lie. this is the first time that Mer. 
he hi ad mailed aun v cards on his own. 
Mr. Surine then left for 3 or 4 minutes. 1 pon 
tely confronted Mr. Fedder with the fact that no batch of! 
id heen matled by Mr. Fedder and questioned him tor some time. 
ily, Fedder in our presence admitted to had lied and, under further 
hestioning, admitted he had been trving to cheat the hen: quarters OT 
stamps and money already given him for the post cards. 
| might Si here at this point 


. this conversation took p] 
boy of the main 
ely busy ] 


redder stated 


i) returl 


place 
Jaltimore post ollice building. 

lace even at that hour of the night. 
‘A conversation then ensued in which Mr. F 


irine some of the things he 


which Wis 


in, 


ecdder repeated TO Mr 
had said to us to the effect that his cvirls 
they had expected, 


Surine ther 
uid that the only thing to do was to gather up all of the 


: cards which 
were ready for mailing, pick up the 8500 check which had been ac 
inced to Mr. Fedder, mail the cards, and then go home. Mr. F 
ereed that this was the only thine to do. 
We then went to Thompson's Restaurant, is an all 
taurant on one of the main streets of Baltimore, East Baltimore 
street, I believe. and there had coffee and food. [ pon leavi 


ing Thom] 
s. we started out in Mr. Surme'’s car, pursuant to directions from 


ere not making as much money from the project as 
ad that he thought many of them had gone to he «| Mr. 


i 


| 
eddel 


; . 
which 


J? 
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Mr. Fedder, Mr. Fedder was the only person who knew the directio: 
of the various places to which we were going. Mr. Surine had son 
knowledge of Baltimore, but ap parently not equal to Mr. Fedder, a 
the driving was practically all of the time under the direction of M 
Fedder. He chose the route and Mr. Surine drove, to pick up 1 
cards at houses in various sections of Baltimore. 

I do not remember how many houses we went to as I was getti 
sleepy at the time. I might say here that I actually dozed, I belie, 
part of the time. I do recall, however, that practic ally all of the tir 
Mr. Surine’s driving was under the direction of Mr. Fedder in vii 
of the fact that Mr. Fedder was familiar with the city and also w 
the only one present who knew the addresses where the cards were 
be picked up. I do not recall on all occasions who went into the vai 
ous houses to pick up cards. I believe Mr. Fedder went in alone 
some Cases, 

When we arrived at the house of a Mrs. Edwards, however, we 
went in to carry out the cards in view of the fact that several peo) 
were supposed to be working on a large number of cards at th 
address. We picked up cards and stamps at that point, following 
which Mrs. Edwards proceeded with the four of us in Mr. Surine’ 
automobile to another house where I went in with Mrs. Edwards 
pick up more cards and stamps. 

We then brought Mrs. Edwards back t > her home and proceeded to 
other houses pursuant to Mr. Fedder’s directions. 

Finally, Mr. Fedder directed us to his home which was a consid: 
able distance from the parts of Baltimore which we had _ hithe: 
visited. I certify here I omitted the fact that the purpose of going 
to his home was to pick up the 8500 check and some stamps which |e 
had there. 

We waited outside in Mr. Surine’s car while Mr. Fedder went 
None of us got out of the car unless it was to let him out, in view 
the fact that we were in a two-door car. After a short time in | 
house, Mr. Pedder came back and again got into the car. tr eh 
to his statement, which is a he, he was not in any way coerced i 
getting back in the car, nor was he surrounded as he indicated. 

At this time we still had one stop to make to pick up e¢ ards 2 
stamps. In addition to that, Mr. Fedder had left his car near mi 
near the post oilice and the Emerson Hotel. You see, the post ofl 
and the Emerson Hotel are right together, about a block apart. M 
Kedder and I had left our automobites about half a block from thi 
His getting into the car was thus for the double purpose of directing 
us to the one stop we had yet to make, and to return Mr. Fedder to | 
Car. 

We then, still being directed by Mr. Fedder, drove to another ho: 
where we picked up more cards and stamps. After leaving this house. 
we headed back toward the main post office. 

While en route to the post office, Mr. Surine said he was hungry au 
suggested that we stop somewhere to eat. Mr. Fedder, Mr. Nilles. a 
[T agreed. We stopped at a large all-night drive-in restaurant sim! 
in character to the Hot Shoppe and Howard Johnson drive-ins whi: 
are found in the neighborhood of Washington. Before going into 
the restaurant, we paused briefly to count the stamps which Mr. F. 

r had returned to us. We then went inside and sat down in a boot. 
Deadeare to Mr. Fedder’s statement, which is a lie, the restaurant was 
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not deserted. JT remember that. It was a very unusual hour of the 


night and I was surprised that so many people were up at such an 
hour. There were several customers present in the restaurant while 


we were there. 

Mr. Surine, Mr. Nilles, and I ordered milk shakes. Mr. Fedder 
orrect in his statement that Mr. Surine’s milk shake had an egg in it 
one of the few correct statements that he made. Mr. Fedder ordered 
cotlee. 

While we were drinking our milk shakes and coffee, Mr.S ( 
produced from his pocket several blank sheets of paper and tol | Mr. 
Fedder that it might be well to have a written record of the post 
ard transaction. Mr. Surine and Mr. Fedder then proceeded to dis 
uss and write down the facets with regard to the stamps and ecards 
which Mr. Fedder had addressed during the project. 

We then drove back to the main post office, where Mr. Nilles and I] 
took the remaining cards inside and mailed them. When we came 
out we said good-by to Mr. Fedder. He apologized for having lied 
to us and said that he wanted us to know that he and his family wer 
voing to vote for Butler. Mr. Surine, Mr. Nilles, and I then returned 

» Washington. 

The evening of the same day, Monday, November 6, I drove to Balt 
more to deliver to Mr. Fedder a check for the work he had done. I 
telephoned Mr. Fedder and agreed to meet him at Thompson’s Res 
l aurant where we h: id been the night he fore. Mr. Fedder’s statement 

iat he refused to meet me in the lobb) of the Emerson because it was 
Loo dark there isa he. As I said before, the Emerson Hotel is a very 

rge hotel. It was the Democratic headquarters in Baltimore, and it 
eht downtown on the main street. It is well hiohted. He dis 
layed no hesitancy about meeting me. 

| then went to ‘Thompson's and waited for Mr. Fedder. Mr. Fed 
der arrived with Mr. Braiterman. I gave Mr. Fedder the cheek, in 
the amount of $115 for the work he had done. Mr. Fedder gave me a 
receipt for the check and I gave him a receipt for the stamps he had 
returned, IT then returned to Washington. 

At this point, I wish to say that at no time did I threaten Mr. Fed 
der or anyone, and that there was no threat or coercion of any kind 
toward Mr. Fedder from me or from anyone in my presence. At 

me was our trip on the evening of November 5 and 6 against the will 
of Mr. Fedder. It was nothing more or less than a legitimate commer 

il project. During the course of our conversation about the project. 
Mr. kedder lied to us in an attempt to defraud lis, and we questione | 

1h) with regard to his hav ing further defrauded the Butler ( ampaign 
headquarters. 

It is obvious that William Fedder is guilty of vicious perjury to 
his committee. He has changed his story from d: iv to a: ay. Louis 
Fried, who helped Fedder prepare his story, may well be guilty ot 
subornation of perjury. 

but there is no apparent motive for these two businessmen, by them 
elves and for their own benefit. to he to this committee to discredit 
hose who aided Senator Butler in his campaign. 

However, ex-Senator Tydings, who put Fedder forward as his wit 
ness and adopted part of his testimony as his own, has an obvious 

iotive. As we all know so well, ex-Senator Tydings has been turned 
out to pasture by the voters of Maryland. His cries of anguish ind 

ite th: at the wound to his evo would be somewh;: aut eased if he could 
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convince the public that those who accomplished his defeat did so by 
lies, with the aid of kidnappers and extortionists. 

I respectfully request this committee to turn over the record of these 
proceedings to the Department of Justice, with a recommendation that 
Mr. Fedder be prosecuted for his perjury, and that Louis Fried and 

ex-Senator Tydings be investigated for subornation. 

My own part in the Maryland campaign was an insignificant one, 
but unfortunately Mr. Fedder’s wild story, reiterated by ex-Senator 
Tydings, has been widely published. I hope this committee will pro 
vide me the only remedy available in this type of proceeding, a find- 
ing of fact indicating the committee’s disbelief in the tale of th 
“midnight ride.” 

Are there any questions that you may have? 

Senator Monroney. Thank you, Mr. Moore, for your statement. 
Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Moore, what is your present address ? 

Mr. Moore. My present address is Box 315, Merrifield Va. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do I understand from your statement that 
vou are presently engaged in the private practice of law in Virginia / 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Mr. McDrermorr. And when did you begin the practice of law ? 

Mr. Moorr. A week ago yesterday. 

Mr. McDermorr. Arve you practicing by yourself? 

Mr. Moore. No; Lam employed ina law firm. 

Mr. McDermorr. Prior to the opening of your law practice, by 
whom were you employed ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Prior to the opening of my law practice, I was employed 
part-time in the afternoons by United States Senator Joseph R. 
McCarthy, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when did that employment begin ? 

Mr. Moore. It began September 28, I believe it was September 2s, 
1949; approximately a year and a half ago. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Prior to that time were you employed in any 
capacity in the United States Senate? 

Mr. Moore. I was employed once for a brief period—I do not 
remember the exact time—in the folding room, 1 think for a week or 
» weeks. I do not remember the exact length of time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your employment for a year and a half imme- 
diately prior to the opening of your law office by Sen: aie McCarthy 
Was on a part-time basis. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. I began working for the Senator when 
I was in law school; and when I got out of law school J practiced law 
part time in the mornings, and continued to work for the Senator in 
the afternoons. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you on his regular payroll ? 

Mr. Moore. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was your capacity ? 

Mr. Moore. I was, I guess you would say, research assistant. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were paid through the Senate Disbursing 
Otlice ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I was paid through the Senate Disbursing Office. 

Mr. McDermorr. On the occasion of your participation in the cam- 
paign of Senator John Marshall Butler in the State of Maryland, 
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which you have described in part in your prepared statement. were 
you at that time in the employ of Senator McCarthy ¢ 

Mr. Moore. | was. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that same time were you receiving payments 
for your services from any other source ¢ 

Mr. Moore. No; I was not. 

Mr. McDermorr, What was your first identification with this 
paign ¢ 

Mr. Moore. My first identification was when I understood that 
Surine was going to volunteer to help out in the campaign, and I 
the Senator if he would mind if I volunteered. too. 

Mir. McDrermorr. You volunteered to help / 

Mr. \LOorE. I volunteered to help. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were a resident of 

Mr. Moore. I Wits, and ai. a resident ot V 

Mr. MeDermorr. Have you ever been a 
Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I have not. 

Mr. McDermorr. When was that conversation that you 
that Mr. Surine was helping out ¢ 

Mr. Moore. ] do hot remember the exact day, It was shortly before 
the election. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you went to Senator McCarthy and aske 
f you could also help? Is that correct 

Mr. Moore. Yes. I understood Mr. Surine was going to help 
I asked if it would be all meht if I helped out. IL took some of un 
me from time to time off and helped out. He said yes, he wo 
be glad Lo have me do it. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state that on Sunday evening, November 
1950, you and Mr. Surine and George Nilles drove from Wash 
to Baltimore. Is that correct? That would be Sunday 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Nilles and I drove over together, an 

ame later. 

Mr. McDermorr. At whose request or sug; 


y 
—_ 


estion did vou 


+) / 


Ip ¢ 
Mr. Moorr. I went at Mr. Surine’s request. 

Mr. Mi Dermorr. What did he tell you he wanted to do? 

Mr. Moore. That I was to meet Mr. Fedder. I was to telephone 
Mr. Fedder at his home and arrange to meet him and receive the cards 
\ hich Mr. KFedder had, and mail them in the post ollice, and Mr. 


Surine was to be over later in the evening and probably jou 


here, 
Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did he tell you to take Mr. Nilles wit! 


( , 7 
Vou 


Mr. Moore. Well, I am not sure. Mr. Nilles was a volunteer worke) 
who also just happened to be a personal friend of mine, He went 


long probably at my request. I am not certain who requested Hit) 


» LO, 

Mr. MeDermorr. What was his capacity at tha 
onofthat visit? Just asa friend of yours, or was he 

Mr. Moore. Oh, no. That was incidental. I believe he 
ome volunteer work for the Republican National Committee, and 


‘ 
I do not know what the reason was, whether we did not have enoug 


OO1) down there or what; we came down to address « irds here. 


i 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand he was not identified with Sen- 
ator McCarthy’s staff at that time? 

Mr. Moore. He was not; so far as I know, Mr. Nilles has never bee: 
employed by Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you and Mr. Nilles drove over to Baltimore on 
Sunday night. Did you take your car 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermor. And what time did you go? 

Mr. Moore. I cannot remember the exact time. I think that we 
probably arrived in Baltimore about 11:30 or 12. 

Mr. McDermorr. About midnight that night ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes, sir. That is very rough. I am not quite certai 
of the time. 

Mr. McDermortr. Upon arrival there, did you go immediately to th 
Emerson Hotel? 

Mr. Moore. We did. We parked, I think, in front of the post office 
and walked down the street. I do not remember whether we got : 
cup of coffee or not; then we looked for the nearest telephone, whic 
was in the Emerson Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. You went in the lobby of the Emerson Hotel. 
Who called Mrs. Fedder ? 

Mr. Moorr. Well, I am not quite certain. We were both present. 
Possibly we both talked to her, or one of us. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you call from a phone booth ¢ 

Mr. Moore. We called from a phone booth. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you both get in the booth to talk to her? 

Mr. Moore. We just left the door open. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not remember which one of you talked to 
Mrs. Fedder ? 

Mr. Moore. I think possibly we both did, as far as I can remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Why would that be, Mr. Moore? You were call 
ing to find out where her husband was. 

Mr. Moore. I do net know why it would be. Frankly, I do not eve) 
remember whether there were one or two calls. I think possibly | 
made one call and he made the other. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Mr. Nilles made one call and you made the 
other. When was the first call made? 

Mr. Moore. As soon as we arrived at the Emerson. I do not knoy 
What the exact time was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Sometime after midnight or early Monda 
morning ?¢ 

Mr. Moore. Approximately midngiht. I cannot say exactly. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Then how much time elapsed before you made thy 
second call? 

Mr. Moore. I think we called again. I do not know. IT think we 
called again to see if he had come in or something. I do not remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much time elapsed ? 

Mr. Moore. I could not say. <A relatively short time; I mean 15 
minutes or so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then how much time elapsed after the second 
call before you eventually heard from Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Moore. Oh, that was some months ago. I cannot remember the 
exact time. It was a fairly short time. 
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Mr. McDermorrt. I understand from your statement that he then 
illed you back at the number at the public telephone in the Emerson 
Hotel lobby ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Yes, that is right 

Mr. McDermorr. When he called you on that occasion, what ar- 
yngements did you make with him? 

Mr. Moore. The situation was, neither of us knew Baltimore and 

did. so he was coming down to meet us and mail the cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the hotel ? 

Mr. Moore. Well, he was going to meet us at the hotel, and then he 
irked his car out front. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall what time he arrived at the hotel ‘ 

Mr. Moore. I cannot say. 

Mr. Me Dermorr. Time becomes a little signifieant here, Mr. Moore. 

would like you to try and remember the time as best you can. 

Mr. Moore. I cannot say it was 15 minutes here and 20 minutes there. 
[ think by the time we got over to the post office and mailed the cards, 
msidering the time that we had waited for him to call and the time 
we had waited for him to get down there, it was about 1:30. That is 
wuess, 

Mr. McDermorr. About 1:30. Now, when Mr. Fedder arrived at 

e Emerson Hotel, was he alone / 

Mr. Moore. He was. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what activity was there in the lobby at the 
hotel at 1:30 a. m. in the morning / 

Mr. Moore. Oh, there was none at all. We went immediately out- 

le and picked up the cards that were in his car parked outside; we 
walked down a block and then made a very rough count of the cards. 
We just figured so many hundred cards to a foot, or something like 

it, and mailed the ecards. 

Mr. McDermorr. You mailed those cards. You made just a rough 
pproximation of the number of those cards that you mailed ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your recollection of the number of ecards 

it you found addressed and ready for mailing? 

Mr. Moore. I think 5,000. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it immediately after this transaction, the 

ling of the cards at the post office in Baltimore, that Mr. Surine 

rived / 

Mr. Moorr. Well, it was very shortly after that. We were stil 
tanding there talking in the lobby when Mr. Surine arrived, and we 

d not talk very long. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had he come over from Washington independ- 

tly? Had he driven over himself ? 

Mr. Moore. He had driven over by himself, at least he was by 

mself when he joined us. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. You mailed the cards at about 1:30. Would 
uu fix the time of his arrival at about 2 a. m.? 

Mr. Moore. I cannot say exactly. I guess that is a pretty 

Mr. McDermorr. When Mr. Surine arrived, I believe that you 
dicate there was a discussion with reference to the mailing of the 

rds and how many cards had been addressed. Is that correct ? 


Mr. Moore. Yes. 


ood 


vr 
~~ 
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Mr. McDermorr. And this was in the lobby of the Baltimore post 
oflice at 2.a.m. Is that correct? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there a crowd of people around, or was that 
a deserted lobby ¢ 

Mr. Moore. There was not a crowd, and it was not deserted. It was 
the main post oflice of Baltimore. There were people constantly 
coming and going. But I would say at no time there was a crowd. 

Mr. McDermorr. At 2 a. m. Monday morning there were people 
coming and going continually while you were there 4 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long did your discussion consume there ii 
the lobby of the post office between Mr. Surine and Mr. Nilles and 
kedder himself ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Well, he kept saying how long did this take and hoy 
long did that take. I am telling you right now I do not remember 
any eXact times, and any guess I make is frankly a guess. I would 
sav maybe 15 or 20 minutes. I could not really say. 

Mr. McDermorr. During that time there was a discussion with ref 
erence to how many cards had been mailed and how many eards had 
been addressed ¢ 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Then was it at that time that Mr. Fedder sug 
gested that you go pic ‘kk up the ecards that the workers were wor king on 
at that time and had completed ? 

Mr. Moorr. As between Mr. Surine and Mr. Fedder, I do not know 
exactly which one said it; I think Mr. Fedder said his girls were not 
making as much money as they had hoped to make: probably were hol 
going to get much done; and Mr. Surine said the only thing to do is to 
pick up what has been done. 

Mr. McDermorr. Why were they not making as much money as they 
had hoped to make? What would be the reason for that, as you 
understood it 4 

Mr. Moore. Well. from Mr. Fedder’s statement, ] would assume 
that the contract rate, whatever it was—and I do not remember it 
now—Wwas not as remunerative as he had thought it would be. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there any discussion about the slowness of 
the work or the time required to do the job? 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Fedder stated that the work took longer than he 
had thought it would. I mean, he could’do less cards in an hour than 
he thought. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you aware from where he received his first 
information on how many cards he could expect to do in a given 
period of time? 

Mr. Moore. I am not sure. I think he diesussed that with 
Kiermas, but I am not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were not present when that conversation took 
lace / 

Mr. Moorr. You mean when the conversation between Mr. Kiermas 
and Mr. Fedder took place? No, T was not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand you correctly that during this 
conversation at the post office there was some discussion with refe1 
ence, or conversation with reference, to a letter of guarantee that Mr. 
Butler had given to Mr. Fedder / 








i 
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Mr. Moore. Yes, Immediately before Mr. Surine came in, and Mr. 
Kedder was just sort of telling us his troubles about his financial diffi 
culties with the Butler campaign, he said that he had a great deal of 
printing work in his shop and the bill would be very large and that 
he suddenly looked around and did not think that ae Was anybody 
really financially capable behind it. In other words, he did not have 
ulequate security, 

For that reason he had made continual effort to contact Sen 
Butler and finally he had obtained this (ter by which Senator But 
ler assumed responsibility for the bill. or something like that. 

Mr. Mi DermMo'% rf Did anyone ask that that lette be tur} 

iv him ¢ 
“Mr. Moore. Later on in the evening. At that time 

‘Thompson's Restaurant, Mr. Surine stated as far as 

this was after sah Fedder had sti ited e his id « ra lot ot 


had peel pent ana 


concerning the : nount of money that 
nd so forth, which I did not follow too close lv; then Mr. | 
amet vot the idea that Mr. Ved ler did ‘¢ ot have ai Vv mone 

to him on the basis of what Mr. F ‘edd er himself had said. 

“Well, then, whi dont you olve the le (ter hack to Butler?” 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the first time there was 
that the letter he elven back ? 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. Iam not certain when it was 
think it was in Thompson’s Restaurant, which we went to after 
left the Baltimore post ollice. We went over there fora cup OF ce 

ul something to eat before we started out to pick up the cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was just a little friend], 

Surime that he o1ve the letter back to Mr. Butler ? 

Did Mr. Surine suevest that Mr. Fedder eive t! 

Mr. Max RE. No, he did not. 

Mr. M« 1) RMOTT, But he suggested that he « \ 1 feiter t 

Moorr. As far as Vi\ rT or it to him Wis CO werned, Mr 
mentioned that his lawver had the letter rial t from the 
McDermorr. When did he tell vou that 4 

Mr. Moorr. | do not know. But whenever iI 
he letter: he had gotten the letter an Littoh 

Mr. MceDermorr. After you left 

eve vou indicated, to pick up the : 

9 

Mr. Moorr. Would vou repeat th: 

Mir. MeDermorr. When vou left t] 

te in your prepared statement that you then started 

cup the post cards that were addressed. 
\oorr. We stopped in| homp on’s R staurant 
ort distance away; and after that we started out 
post cards, 

Mr. MceDrerworr. It was at Thompsons’ Restaur 

ely following your visit to the pos j 

at the letter of guarantee should 

Mr. Moorr. To Butler: yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. After vou left 

e first home that vou visited / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would that have 
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Mr. Moore. I do not think hers was the first one. We visited sey 
eral homes, and I am not sure of the exact number or the time that we 
were at any particular place. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did you travel from Thompson’s Restaurant 
to these various homes? 

Mr. Moore. We traveled in Mr. Surine’s automobile under the direc 
tion of Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Mr. Surine was driving? 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Surine was driving as far as I can recall all 
time during the evening. 

Mr. McDermorr. What kind of a car is that? 

Mr. Moors. Mr. Surine was driving a 1949 Chevrolet five-passenge: 
coupe. 

Mr. McDermorr. What color is it? 

Mr. Moore. Blac *k, ] believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know what license plates it has on it ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I think M: wyland, but I am not certain. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did you sit in the car on this trip, Mr 
Moore? 

Mr. Moore. Iam unable to recall. I probably sat in different places 
at different times. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall where Mr. Fedder was seated / 

Mr. Moorr. I am unable to recall that. 

Mr. McDermorr. You cannot recall ? 

Mr. Moore. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall your visit to Mrs. Edwards’ house ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I believe you indicated that, all three of 
you went into the house there / 

Mr. Moore. That is correct: we did. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. This is after Mr. Surine had met you at the post 
office, after your discussion there, after you had gone to Thompson’ 
for coffee, and after you may have made some other stops, you went 
to Mrs. Edwards. That was sometime about 3 o'clock, 2:30 a. m.? 

Mr. Moore. I cannot say what the time is. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall how long you were in Mrs. Edwards’ 
house ? 

Mr. Moore. Well, no. If I had to guess, I would say 15 minutes, 
20 minutes, 30 minutes at the most. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You had already mailed the cards at the post 
office that were ready when you first met Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you were going around now to pick up cards 
that had been adk lressed in the last few hours by these people that 
were working on them; is that right / 

Mr. Moore. Well, maybe some ‘of them had been addressed in the 
last few hours, and it may be that some of them represented calls 
which Mr. Fedder had not made at all. I do not know that. 

Mr. McDermorr. At this time, about 3 o’clock in the morning, did 
you understand how many calls you had to make ? 

Mr. Moore. No; I did not. In fact, 1 do not recall now how man) 
houses it was. 

Mr. McDermorr. I am interested in determining, if I can, M: 


























MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 605 


Moore, why you thought it was necessary forthe three of you to 
nake all of these calls at 3 o'clock in the morning. You had your 
ar there in Baltimore and Don Surine had his. 

Now, was that an entirely natural thing for the three of you to 

de around Baltimore all night just picking up a few post cards ¢ 
Why did you not come back to Washington / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know whether it is natural or not. I do not 
\ink it is unnatural. We just did. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. The three of you just went around in the early 
ours of the morning, you three, and Mr. Fedder, and you were 

ing from house to house and you were picking up these post cards ? 

Mir. Moore. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were sleepy. you said. 

Mr. Moorr. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. It never occurred to you that it might be possible 

wou to get in your car and drive home ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Well, I do not know why we did not. We just did not. 

Mir. McDermorr. You just did not‘ 

Mir. Moore, No. 

Mr. Me Di RMOTT. Did Mr. Nilles ever sugvest your friend W ho Was 

ong on this ride—that it was about time to be VON home? Or was 

e content to ride along on this trip all night? 

Mr. Moorr. I do not recall his ever suggesting that. 

Mr. MeDermorr. I believe that you went to Mrs. Edwards’ house 
nd you picked up some material there. Did Mrs. Edwards accompany 
you to your next call ¢ 

Mr. Mo RE. Yes, she did. 

Mr. McDermorr. She came along in th 

Mr. Moore. Yes, she did. 

Mr. McDermorr. You made the next ea 

suse there # 

Mi Mo RE, You mean after we had returned Mrs. Edwards LO 

home ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. No, that would be the call that you made whet 
Mrs. Edwards was with vou. 

Mr. Moorr. I believe I went in with her. 

Mr. McDermorr. You went in the house with Mrs. Edwards / 

Mr. Moore. | believe SO, 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Surine and Mr. Nilles and Mr. Fedde 
emain in the car? 

Mr. Moore. As far as I can remember, they did. 

Mr. McoDermorr. After that call, did Mr. Fedder indicate there 
is ohne more call to make ? 

Mr. Moors. I do not remember how many more calls there were to 
iake. I do not remember now whether we went from there to another 
ouse or two, or whether we went from there—I think we went from 
ere to another house or two and then to Mr. Fedder’s. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicate that after this first call that you 

ide in Mrs. Edwards’ presence, Vou then took her to her home: 

it right ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Yes. We only went to one house while Mrs. Edwards 

with us, if that is what you mean. 

\[r. McDermorr. A fter vou took her home. vou do not recall whet! 

you made any other stops or not! 


‘ 
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Mr. Moorn. As T said in the beginning, I do not remember hoy 
many we made altogether, and I think we made one or two more 
three maybe, and then went to Mr. Fedder’s. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Fedder indicated in his testimony, I believ: F 
after vou made that trip on which Mrs. Edwards accompanied you 
he suggested that another call be made, and that another call wa 
not made at that time. Was he incorreet when he said that 4 

Mr. Moore. Would you repeat that question, please ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Fedder indicated that vou did not. visi 
another house after you took Mrs. Edwards home: that in the interim, 
or following that, vou went to Orry’s Restaurant. Is that an incorrect 
statement by him? 

Mr. Moore. My best recollection is that subsequent to going to Mrs, 
Edwards, we went to one or two houses. then to Mr. Fedder’s home. 
then to another house, then to Orry’s Restaurant, as you call it 
| do not know if that is the name of it or not. 

Mr. McDermorr. During this interim, was there any further dis 
cussion with reference to the Butler letter of guaranty ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Tam not really sure whether it was mentioned agai 
in the next restaurant or not. It may have been. I am not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you discuss the return of the S500 
check / 

Mr. Moorr. That subject came up immediately. That subject came 
up before we left the main post office, when Mr. Fedder indicated from 
his statements it looked like the project Was pretty well folded up; 
and Mr. Surine said the only thi e to do was to pick up the stamps 
and so forth. 

Mr. MeDermetr. What information did you have on the number 
of cards given to Mr. Fedder / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know. I think it was 50,000. 

Mr. MceDermorr. Fifty thousand cards; and how many stamps? 

Mr. Moore. Fifty thousand stamps. I do not know how many 
cards; probably an equal number of cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who told vou that he had 50,000 stamps ? 

Mr. Moore. I do not know, Possibly Mr. Surine. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you present this morning when Mr. Kiermas 
testified 7 

Mr. Moorr. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you hear Mr. Niermas testify that when he 
turned those stamps and cards over to Mr. Fedder at the police en- 
trance of the Senate Office Building, he did not know how many 
stamps he had and how many ecards: he thought there were 50.00 
cards; there were more but he did not know how many stamps? 

Mir. Moore. Do not expect me to account for what Mr. Kiermas 
will say or remember in that respect now. My understanding at the 
time was that, as far as I can recall it, there were 50,000 stamps and 
roughly that number of cards, 

Mr. McDermorr. What L want to know, Mr. Moore, is did Mr, Kier- 
mas tell you he gave Fedder 50,000 stamps ? 

Mr. Moore. What I am telling you is that I do not know. Tt may 
have been Mr. Kiermas; it may have been Mr. Surine. After all, 
that was a long time ago. 

Mr. McDermorr. Somebody told you that they had given Fedder 
DO O00 stamps. Is that right ? 
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Mr. Moore. That is my best recollection. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do vou recall what time it was that Mr. surilme 
drove to Mr. Fedder’s home so that he could get the $500 check and 
some unused stamps ¢ 

Mr. Moore. By then it was getting pretty late. It must have bee! 
| do not know. You understand every time I mention time I am mor 
or less @uessing. 

Mr. McDerermorr. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. It may have been 4:5 

Mr. McDermorr. When you got 
the car at the curb in front ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Yes: he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was this in a resident 

Mir. Moore. It was. 

Mir. McDermorr. And Mr. Fedder had 

Mir. Surine/ 

Mr. \Loore. He had lire ted us to lt. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where was Mr. Fedde1 

rove to his home? 

Mr. Moore. | do not remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember whether you got out 
or not! 

Mir. Moore. I do not remember whether I did or not. whether an 


of us did or not. It may be that we did. i ieW ie fact. as I sa 


hhi\ prepared stutement, that it was a \ oor car. and someon: 
Hay have votten oOutto let him out. 
Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember waiting outside the car v 


r. Fedder went in to vet the cheek / 

Mr. Moore. I do not remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you or did you not ¢ 

Mr. Moore. | sald I do hot remember, My best recollection Ss thiat 
vol back in the ear, which would be the most natural thine to clo 


Mr. Mi Dermorr. It might have hee? natural for I also to oO 
me about 2 o'clock and let somebody else pick up the cards. 

Mr. Moore. We just did not do it, that is all. 

Mr. McDermorr. I am asking vou what you did 

e car in front of his house. Did vou get ou 
tay in the car? 

Mr. Moorr. My answer is: I am not certain wl 

ecar or not. 

Mr. McDermorr. You may have gotten out and s 

ile Mr. ledder went in the house. Is that right ¢ 

Mr. Moore. [am not going to Say what I Inay have clone. 
‘stified that I am not certain whether I did or not. I thin 
vers the point. | think the question has been covered, 
Mr. McDermorr. How long was Mr. Fedder in the house 
Mr. Moore. Well, T cannot sav: a short t 

utes, 

Mr. Mi Drermorr. When he came out, did he | 

Mr. Moore. | do not a tually recall seelne the 

eit to Mr. Surimne, bit iy veneral Mpresslon Was 

i gave it to Mr. Surine, along with some papers 


( 
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Mr. McDrerMorr. What conversation did you have with him 
that time when he returned from his residence with the check? D 
he suggest that he wanted to stay home? 

Mr. Moore. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. What conversation did you have ! 

Mr. Moors. 1 do not remember any particular conversation. \\ 
just started out to the remaining stop which we had to make. 

Mr. McDerermorr. You had some further calls to make / 

Mr. Moore. Yes. Well, one more, I believe it was. 

Mr. McDerMorr. And there was no discussion about his remaini) 
at home ? 

Mr. Moore. There was not. You see, he had left his car down ne 
mine next to the post office, and we had another stop to make. 

Mr. McDermorr. When he got back in the car, did you go and ma 
that stop then, or did you go somewhere else / 

Mr. Moore. We went and made the stop. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was before you went to this restaura 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. How far from Mr. Fedder’s home was that / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know. My general impression was Mr. Fe 
der’s home seemed to be sort of far away from the other section: 
Baltimore. We were going through quite a distance in different pai 
of Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were able to travel with considerable e: 
at that hour of the morning, were you not é 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you went into this restaurant that you d 
scribed in your prepared testimony, do you know about what time 
the morning that was? 

Mr. Moore. I could not say exactly. It may have been 5 o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many people were in the restaurant? 

Mr. Moore. There were several people in there. I remember 
marking, as I think I said in my prepared statement, it was unus! 
for so many people to be up that late. 

Mr. McDermorr. You say there were several people. Is that se 
eral customers as distinguished from employees of the restaurant / 

Mr. Moors. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And were they seated at a counter or in boo! 
there / 

Mr. Moorr. There were booths. I do not remember whether ther 
was a counter or not. 

Mr. McDermort. It was on this oceasion, I believe, that Mr. Sur 
took the sheets of paper from his pocket and started to prepare a ha 
written statement. Is that right? 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were vou present when that was done? 

Mr. Moore. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. All four of you were sitting in one booth, 
you? 

Mr. Moore. We were. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you describe for us just how that was | 
dled? Did Mr. Surine just start to write or did he ask some quest io) 
of Mr. Fedder and then write down Fedder’s statements ? 
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Mr. Moore. He took out the paper and he said, “It would be a 
eood idea to have a written record of the transaction,” or something 
to that effect. I do not know what he said. 

Mr. McDermorr. And he started to write. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And as he was writing, did you hear him read to 
Mr. Fedder what he was writing? 

Mr. Moore. He did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did they discuss it back and forth ? 

Mr. Moore. They did. 

Mr. McDermorr. How much of that statement was written at that 
time? T now hand you a photocopy of that statement which has been 
previously identified in the record as subecommittee’s exhibit No, 22 
How much of that statement was written in Orry’s restaurant or at the 
restaurant ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I am not absolutely certain whether it was all written 
there or not. My best recollection is that it was probably signed, I 


think, in front of the post office, after we got back to the post ollice. 


| do not know whether there was part of it addeckon or not. 

Mr. McDermotr. You do not know whether the statement wa 
completed on that occasion or not 2 

Mr. Moore. No, But when Mr. Nilles and | ol back outside the 
post office, As far as I ean reeall it they acknowledged that they had 
just signed. it. I do not know why they would not have signed it meht 
then in the restaurant. 

Mr. McDermorr. Possibly it was not completed at that time. 

Mir. Moorr. That is possible. ] am not certain. 

Mr. McDrruorr. Do you know how long you spent in 
luring the writing of this statement ? 

\[r. Moore. That is mv same old trouble. | cannot pin doy n 
rmount of time. I can @uess at it. and say 45 minutes, 

Mir. Me Dero’ i. Then by this time it is early Monday morn 
6 a.m. or thereabouts ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. | suppose, 5:30 or 6 o’clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you do from there? Did you make 
ther calls? 

Mr. Moore. No: after leaving the restaurant. which vou described 
is ( rry’s, and which Mr. Fedder deseribed as Oh rvs, | do not remem 
ber the hame of it myself after leaving there we went back to the 
post oflice and Mr. Nilles and I went inside and mailed the cards which 
were completed. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those were the cards which you had picked up 
at the homes of the ladies whom you had visited / 

Mr. Moorr, Oh, now, come to think of it, this is a possible reason 
why this statement was not signed at the restaurant. I think maybe 
Mr. Fedder had some stamps left in his car unaccounted for. That 
was probably the reason. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you got to the restaurant, did you take out 
the stamps and were the stamps counted there on the table while you 
were ordering and while Mr. Surine was preparing that statement ? 

Mr. Moorr. I think we counted some or all of them on the parking 
lot before we went in the restaurant. We may have counted some 
ifter we went in. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You may have counted some after you went in / 

Mr. Moorr. We may have. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall specifically now, Mr. Moore, t] 
there were several customers in the premises at this time ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Yes; I do. 

Mr. McDrermorr. When you got to the post office, T understand tha 
you and Mr, Nilles took the addressed cards in and mailed them, an 
did Mr. Surine and Mr. Fedder remain outside in the car ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. And Mr. Fedder’s car was about a block away 
I am not certain, but I think he probably used that time to walk 
down the block and get his car and come back. I am not certain of 
that. 

Mr. MceDermorr. If you look at page 2 of the exhibit No. 22. Task 


vou if your name appears on that statement as a witness to the signa 
ture of Mr. Fedder. 


Mr. Moore. It does. 


Mr. McDermorr. And when did you sign that statement as a 
witness ¢ 


Mr. Moore. I signed this st: atement upon coming out of the Balti 
more post office at Mr. Surine’s and Mr. Fedder’s automobile. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Fedder sign that 
presence ¢ 

Mr. Moore. My best recollection is he did not sign it in my presence ; 
that he acknowle dee d that he had signed it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ask him if that was his signature and if 
he had signed it ? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes: IT did. as far as I reeall. Somehow or another 
he acknow ledged the fact that he had signed it. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you do then ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Then we came back to Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your car was parked there near the post office? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes: it was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Nilles return to Washington with you? 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Nilles returned to Washington with Mr. Surin 

Mr. McDermorr. And you returned alone / 

Mr. Moore. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you recall what time you got back 
Washington / 

Mr. Moore. I did not come back to Washington. T went to my home 
in Fairfax County. I do not know exactly, maybe S o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. You left Baltimore, you think, about 6: 
Is that right ? 

Mr. Moore. I do not know, maybe 6, maybe 5:30, maybe 6: 30, 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now you got to Baltimore and you met Mr. Fed- 
der shortly after midnight, and Mr. Surine arrived about 1 a.m. and 
the three of you were present ¢ 

Mr. Moors. I think Mr. Surine arrived about 1:30 0r2 a.m. Isn’ 
that what I said before ? 

Mr. McDermorr. From the time of his arrival until you left at 6:30 
a. m., the three of you were in company with Mr. Fedder. Is that 
correct ¢ 


Mr. Moore. Yes: except insofar as IT have indicated. 


statement in your 


to 


o0 a. m. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Can you tell us approximately how many visits 
you made to the homes of these cae who were doing the addressing 
during the course of that night / / 

Mr. Moore. I told vou that I did not think L could tell you the num 
er. I do not know the number. I doubt if I knew it 

There were several. ‘That is all Tecan say. 

Mr. McDermorr. Just several; you made several stops / 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. You heard Mr. Surine preparing that state 

Mr. Fedder’s signature, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Yes, | did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I believe in that statement it was indicated 
that Mr. Fedder had overcharged the Butler Campaign Committee 

na that he had heen paid in full for his services on the post cara 
transaction and that no further moneys were owing to him. I< 
that right / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know. My general understanding 
statement is that there had been money advanced for 


the Ni. 


} ryt 
blietl 


from | 


some item 
which was in excess of the amount required to pay for the items, and 


other cases there had not been enough money paid. And my general 
mpression was that there would have to be an accounting before any 
body would know whether or not Mr. Fedder had them under contra * 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you hear them discuss the sentence at the c 
lusion of the statement in which it says: “With this a _ I consider 
the post-card arrangement which Th: id made with Mis “an Kerr and 
. Ray Kiermas and Don Surine settled and a ae item” ¢ 
\iv. Moore. Yes: I remember that. 
Mr. McDermorr. And the implication and intent of that statem« 
is that he had been paid in full for the work which he had done. — Is 
iat correct ¢ 
Mir. Moore. That is correct. | might say that Mr. Fedder said that 
view of the fact that he lied to us and he had a 1e only an Insigi fi 
{ part of the job that he had e xpected to do, that he did not 
to be paid; and we said O. Kx. 
Mr. McDermorr. And your understanding was that 
payment was owing to him ¢ 
Mr. Moore. Yes. 
Mr. McDermorr. And you got back to your home 
about 8:30 a.m. on the morning of November 6 4 
Mr. Moore. A minute ago I said 8 o'clock. anc 
not exact ly certain of the hour. 
Mr. McDermorr. When did you next have oc 
Baltimore ¢ 
Mr. Moore. My next return to Baltimore 
November 6. 
Mr. Mc Drermorr. And at whose request was t! 
Mr. Moore. I am not certain exactly. I] 
Greeley. 
Mr. MceDermorr. Who is Mr. Greeley / 
Mr. Moore. Mr. Greeley is an administrative 
Carthy. 


\ 
\ 
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Mr. McDermorr. At any time during the day of November 6 
you make a report to anyone of your activities in Baltimore dw 
the preceding night ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes; to Mr. Greeley. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. To Mr. Greeley, the administrative assistant 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

M. McDermorr. Was it at that time that he indicated to you | 
he wanted you to go back to Baltimore again that same night ? 

Mr. Moore. He did. He said he felt even if the man hi 1d not « 
the complete job, he had done something, and we should pay hi: 
sum representing what he had done at the contract rate, so that 
Fedder would be able to pay his employees. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Greeley made that suggestion ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Well, as far as I can recall it was Mr. Greeley: yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he make any arrangements with you to p 
up a check to be delivered to Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes: I believe I did take a check to Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, that conversation you had with Mr. Gre: 
was that in the Senator’s office that dav ¢ 

Mr. Moore. The conversation I had with whom ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Greeley. 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at what time was the check given to you | 
vou were to take to Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Moore. I do not remember when T actually got the check 
do not know. I am not even sure who gave it tome. I think it 
Mr. ¢ rreeley. I do not know whether he gave it to me- I think he ¢ 
it tome on the way to Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he accompany you to Baltimore / 

Mr. Moore. He did. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the amount of that check ¢ 

Mr. Moore. $115. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. To whom was the check made payable ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Well, now, I do not know. I think it was Mr. Wil! 
Fedder. It must have been. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know by whom the check was drawn / 

Mr. Moore. The check was drawn by Rex Lee. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that check was given to you by Mr. Greele) 

Mr. Moore. I think it was given to me by Mr. Greeley. I am not 
certain. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then on Monday night you drove to Baltimore, 
did you ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Accompanied by Mr. Greeley in your car? 

Mr. Moore. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you got to Baltimore, did you contact 
Fedder / 

Mr. Moore. I telephoned him; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. From where did you telephone him? 

Mr. Moore. I think I telephoned him from the Emerson Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. And asked him to meet you there? 

Mr. Moore. I do not remember whether I asked him to meet me at 
any particular place. I just asked him to meet me downtown. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you tell him what you wanted 


\¢ 


‘ 
ve 
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Mr. Moore. Yes; I told him I wanted to give him a check for the 
work done. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was he surprised at that / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know whether he was or not right offland. He 
ust agreed to come down and meet me. 

Mr. McDermorr. He did subsequently come and meet you at 
Phompson’s Restaurant. Is that right ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. He did. My best recollection is I asked him where he 
would want to meet me. Of course 1 was limited; 1 could only meet 

m downtown because I could not find my way around Baltimore 
except down around the post office. 

Mr. McDermorr. And he was accompanied by someone else. Is 
that right ¢ 

Mr. Moore. He Was a ‘companied by Mr. Braiterman, his attorne. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you met Mr. Braiterman previously 4 

Mr. Moore. I had not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you introduced to him on that oceasion ? 

[r. Moore. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. And he introduced him to you as his attorney 

Mr. Moors. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorrt. What conversation did you have W ith Mr. Fedder 
at that time? 

Mr. Moore. [ do not remember any partic ular conversation. 

Mr. McDermorr. You just gave him the $115 check and that 
ill there was to it? 

Mr. Moorr. We probably were not there 5 minutes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have wuny other participation 
unpaign in Baitimore ? 

Mr. Moorr. The only thing I can remember ts the post-card project. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then when you came back— 

Mr. Moorr. When you say participation in the campaign, I do not 

how you would define that. My understanding was in the office 

it if the Butler campaign headquarters should call and ask for any 
nformation about the Communist campaign, that we were to give it 
tothem. I think I did on one or two occasions. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Who gave you that instruction / 

Mr. Moore. I do not remember exactly. ] just understood that it 
Was—that was just my impression. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the nature of these post cards that were 
eing addressed, Mr. Moore ? 

Mr. Moorr. They had a litle personal message, “Vote for me Tues 
lay.” or something to that effect, signed by Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was on the front of the card ? 

Mr. Moore. A picture of Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. This had no relation to the subject matter that you 
ust referred to a moment ago, cid it ? 

Mr. Moore. What had no relation to the subject matter ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The post-card transaction was rather separate and 
ipart from the suggestion you gave us a moment ago that if anyone 
anted the information on the Communist campaign—— 

Mr. Moors. Oh, yes: of course it was completely separate. 

Mr. McDermorr. During the course of that ride that night, did Mr. 
ledder make any request to you that he be permitted to either retur 

his home or that he wanted to st: iy there at his home / 
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Mr. Moore. He did not. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You are positive of that ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. I am positive. 

Mr. McDermorr. And while you do not remember specific time 
you are quite sure that you met him at about 1 a.m. at the post offi 
and that you left him at approximately 6:50 a. m., and that wit 
the exception o” the times indicated in your testimony, the three « 
you were present with him on all occasions ¢ 

Mr. Moore. That is a rather long statement. Would you care to 
break it up into little questions ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe if the reporter reads it to you, you w 
understand it. 

(The reporter read the following: “And while you do not remember 
specific times, you are quite sure that you met him at about 1 a. 1 
at the post oflice” ) 

Mr. Moorr. That is not correct. I went with him to the post offic: 
I did not meet him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that about 1 a. m.4 

Mr. Moore. I think I wave the time before, which was estimated 
If | eave another one, it will be estimated again. 

Mr. McDermorr. You estimate it again. 

Mr. Moore. I think it is 1:30; Tam not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Continue. 

(The reporter read the following: “and that you left him at a 
proximately 6:30 a, m.——”") 

Mr. Moore. I gave that as an approximation. TI think that was 
vour approximation: I said it could be anywhere between 5:50 and 
6-30. 

Mr. McDermorr. You arrived home at between 8 and 8:50 a. m.? 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker ¢ 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Moore, I interviewed you Sunday night / 

Mr. Moore. You did. 

Mr. Beexer. And did I see you Saturday just for a short time 
Nit oflice / 

Mr. Moore. You did, 

Mr. Beexer. Did you relate briefly the facts concerning vour pa 
ticipation in connection with the post card project ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I did. 

Mir. Becker. Did you have the prepared statement which you nov 
read to the committee / 

Mr. Moore. I did not. I believe I had a preliminary draft. IT have 
not seen vou since I have finished this final draft. It is probably no 
substantially different. 

Mr. Becker. We went over the facts concerning your participatio 
in the case. Is that correct / 

Mr. Moore. I did. 

Mr. Becker. Now, then, Mr. Moore, when you went to give Mi 
ledder the check for S115, was there any hesitancy upon his part 
meet you 4 


Mr. Moore. There was not. 


1} } 
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\lr. BECKER. When you spoke to him on the telephone, cid he ask 


vou. Was Don Surine with you and that he would meet you in the 


KE 


nerson Hotel lobby or some such words / 

Mr. Moore. There was no such conversation. 

Mr. Becker. Did Mr, Fedder ever tell you on the telephone 
would not meet you in the Kmerson lol by because it w too a 
\ir. Moorr. He did not. 

Mir. Becker. Was vour conversation in 

nt of the S115 a friendly conversation / 


\Lr. Moore. You mean on the telephone / 


ol on the telephone and the COWVersin 
el | met him, were friendly, Ves, 
Mr. BECKER. You | have seen ‘friehtened 


pear frightened in any respect / 


Vir. Moore. He did not appear frightened 


Mr. Br KER. Did he make aly statemel 
‘ear, or did his attorney make any 
kind a few hours before 
Moore. He made no such statement 
statement, 
Becker. Mr. Moore. during the « 


ed with Mr. Fedder and Mr. Surine it 


Mir. Fedder indicate or give the appes 


hat he was frightened ¢ 


Mir. Moor ° He did not. 


Mr. Becker. Did he ever mal 


) 
ted to vo home and Wis T 


\ir. Moore. He lid 
Mr. Becker. W 


SOO cheek, 


Becker. W 


woot t | 

! e telephor e 
Moore. He did not. 
Br KER, Did he ¢ 
ch vou abused | 
Moore. He did 
‘shane Was 
Mo 
By 


‘ 
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you yet; get back in the car,” and with the three men crowding hi 
he ended up on the back seat of the car? Do you recall any su 
incident as that, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. That incident described by Mr. Fedder is a comple 
bare-faced lie. 

Senator Henprickson. Will you repeat that? I did not hear th: 
Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. I said that incident as described by Mr. Fedder is a coi 
plete bare-faced lie. 

Mr. Becker. Do you recall any incident while the statement, whi 
is shown as exhibit 22, and which was shown to you, was being pl 
pared, when Mr. Surine practically begged Mr. Fedder to insert c 
tain legends or words on that statement’ Do you recall any su 
incident as that ? 

Mr. Moorr. No. 

Mr. Brecker. Was the statement known as exhibit 22 volunta 
made ? 

Mr. Moore. It certainly was. 

Mr. Becker. Were any threats made or did you see any coerci 
on the part of anyone that he sign such a statement ? 

Mr. Moore. I did not. 

Mr. Becker. Did you see any of the corrections or insertions mac 
by Mr. Fedder on that statement ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I did. I observed Mr. Fedder making—they would pa 
the paper back and forth from one to the other, and Mr. Surine woul! 
write a line or two, and he would pass it over to Mr. Fedder; a1 
Mr. Fedder would strike out things and insert his initials, then writ: 
in something maybe in his own handwriting occasionally. 

Mr. Becker. Do you recall any such statement mi ade by Mr. Fedad: 
that he begged Mr. Surine to finish the statement and let him go hom 
Do you recall any such begging or similar descriptive action on t 
part of Mr. Fecdder at any time! 

Mr. Moore. There was not. 

Mr. Brecker. Do you recall Mr. Fedder ever making this stat 
ment in vour presence : “Look, Don, Lam going to call Mr. Butler about 
this, and I don’t think he is going to like it a bit,” and he laughed 
Mr. Fedder. Do you recall any such language ? 

Mr. Moore. There was no such conversation. 

Mr. Becker. Do you recall any such statement where Mr. Fedder 
said: “Listen, we sweat blood getting all this money together. You 
will never get to talk to him because he won't answer your call”? D 
you recall any such statement like that being made by Mr. Fedder 
your presence, Mr. Moore ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I do not. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Moore, in the travels that you made in picking 
these cards, about how many stops were made after Mr. Fedder w: 
to his home and picked up the check and gave it to Mr. Surine or wl 
ever he gave it to? 

Mr. Moore. I am only able to recall one. You mean after we wi 
to Mr. Fedder’s home ? 

Mr. Becker. Yes, sit 

Mr. Moore. One stop after that as far as I can recall. 

Mr. Becker. You picked up some cards there / 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 617 


\ir. BECKER. And someone was working at that particular time, or 

ve people working at that hour of the night or morning? 

Mr. Moore. I do not remember whether they were still working or 

iether they had stopped working and were just waiting for us. 

Mr. Becker. And whatever cards were picked up there, the four of 
then took them to the post office. Is that correct ¢ 

\ir. Moore. After that we went to the restaurant and then to the 
t office. 

Mr. BECKER. When was the first time, Mr. Moore, that you ever 
d of any complaint of any kind or charge of any kind being made 

nst you, that there were threats of coercion used during the eve- 
¢ that you were picking up these post cards as part of the business 
saction that was previously arranged for with Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Well, vou say charges against me. 
fr. Beexer. Of the so-called midnight ride. 

\ir. Moore. The first I heard of the midnight ride story, as far as I 
recall now, was Mr. Drew Pearson's broadcast. 1 do not remem- 
when it was. I think probably in December. 

\ir. Becker. Prior to that time did you ever have any knowledge 
iv kind that there was any claim of wrongdoing on the evening 
were picking up these post cards / 

Mir. Moore. I did not. 

Mr. BECKER. Was there any indication at aa V time prio! to that time 
ere a complaint had been lox ved against you or anyone else about 
so-called midnight ride ? 

\ir. Moorr. No such information had come to my attention. 

Mr. Becker. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ¢ 

Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Moore, how many stops did you 
ll that night ? 

Mir. Moore. Well, Senator, | have said here already that——- 

Senator Henpre KSON, I am SOrry 3 I had to be abse nt. Mr. ( 

I ain sorry; I did not know vou made that statement. 

Mir. Moore. 1am sorry, Senator. I cannot recall the exact 
ould say several. 

senator Hy NDRICKSON, What procedure cic you follow 
le these stops ¢ What did you clo on each occasion ¢ 

\Ir. Moore. We would stop and either some, or all of us. 
vould go in the house and pick up the cards and st 

nator Henprickson. In some cases all of you went 
cases just one ¢ 

. Moore. I believe there was only one case WV here we all went in, 


| that was at this ladv’s house. I believe Mrs. Edwards is her name. 


it is the only oceasion that I can reeall us all cong into a house. 

Senator Henprickson. How many times would you say that night 
Mr. Fedder was the only one who went in the house ? 

Mr. Moorr. I am unable to recall that definitely. As TI indicated in 


prepared statement, my best recollection is that he went in alone 


ouple of cases, but I am not quite certain whether that 
senator Henprickson. How long would he be in there / 
Mr. Moore. I could not be certain about that either. 

ibly 15 minutes or 20 at the most. 


ator Henprickson. Would he be in there long e1 


hone eall ¢ 





618 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Moore. He certainly would. 

Senator Henprickson. Were you at his house with him that night? 

Mr. Moore. I was parked out front while he went in his house. 

Senator Henprickson. How long was he in his own home that 
night / 

Mr. Moore. I cannot remember that, either; anywhere from 5 to 15 
minutes, I ouess. 

Senator Henprickson, Quite long enough to make a telephone call / 

Mr. Moore. I would say so. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Moore, I am interested: How did you 
become associated with this project ¢ , 

Mr. Moorr. I was associated with it, as I testified earlier, whey I 
became aware that Mr. Surine in our office was going to work on the 
campaign: and [ volunteered to help. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you know Senator Butler? 

Mr. Moore. I have never met Senator Butler. 

Senator Henprickson. Had you any interest in the political activi- 
ties of the State of Maryland 4 

Mr. Moore. I had no interest other than the fact that I was 
extremely desirous of seeing Mr. Tydings removed from the Senate. 

Senator HenpricKkson. Then you were motivated in— 

Mr. Moorr. | was. T will say I am exceedingly glad he was 
removed, and Tam exceedingly glad I had a part in it, however small 
it may have been, 

Senator Henprickson. 7] hank Vou, Mr. Moore. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator SMITH. No quest ions. 

Senater Monroney. Senator Hennings / 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Moore, vou told us, I believe, that you were 
a part time emplovee of the Senate: did vou not / 

Mr. Moore. IT was. I was during the entire period of my employ- 
ment with it. 

Senator Hennines. How lone was that ? 

Mr. Moore. My best recollection is it began on September 95, 1949, 
and continued until a week ago last Saturday. 

Senator Hennings. What arrangements did you make in order to 
become a part-time employee of the Senate / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know what you mean by arrangements. 

Senator Hennines. I am informed by the financial clerk of the 
United States Senate that there is no such thing as a_ part-time 
eiplovee. That is what I mean. if I am mistaken, | would like to 
be further enlightened by vou about it, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. | nav not be aware of all of the rules, Senator Hen- 
nings. I worked part time during my entire period of work with 
Senator McCarthy. 

Senator Hennines. Part-time pay and part-time work ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Part-time pay and part-time work; that is right. 

Senator Hennines. You were paid by the Senate: were you! 

Mr. Moore. I was paid by the Senate Disbursing Office. 

Senator Hennings. As a part-time employee / 

Mr. Moorr. IT was—well, I do not know what they called it. 

Senator Hennines. What proportion of your time did you work of 
a working day / 

Mr. Moore. Half a day. IT was in the habit during the period of 
the election of coming in the otlice about 1:30 in the afternoon and 
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working until 5:30 or 6. Of course, during the election I was working 
on the campaign at various different hours, as you can tell from the 
testimony. 

Senator Hy NNINGS, What period do you refer to as being the period 
of the election ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Well, the election, | believe, Was on November a the 
short period leading up to that. 

Senator HENNINGS. How many weeks ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I Cannot Sal how long. 

Senator Hennings. How long would you say it went on ¢ 

Mir. Moore. It might have been 2 weeks, it might have been 3 weeks 
You know how long a campaign goes on more than I. 
Senator HENNINGS. Some of them go on a Vear. Mine did. SO 
hen you say 2 or 3 weeks and rejoin that I know how long a cam 
paign goes on, 1 know they vary. 

Mr. Moore. 1 will put it this way, if you are interested in my hours 
iN) the othice 

Senator Hennines. Excuse me: I am interested in the number 
ot weeks you devoted to th effort as a part time employee. 

Mr. Moore. I was a part-time employee during all of my period 
of working for Senator Me¢ ‘arthy. 

Senator Hy NNINGS, Now, then, how mueh of the period of time 
that vou were working for the Senator did you work in the campaign ‘ 


Mr. Moorr, In Senator Butler's campaign 4 
Senator Henninas. Yes, sir. 
Mr. M MORE, Ont 1th the closing weeks, | would not SAN whet lr I’ 


t was 1 week. 2 weeks. 3 weeks, or 4 weeks. or what. 

Senator HenNinas. One. two, three. or four weeks ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes; IT cannot sav exactlyv—whenever the post-card 
project ol tarted. 

senator Hy NNINGS. That is the best ot youl recollection ? 

Mir. Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And the only project that you had any he 
to do with was the post card project, Was It ¢ 

Mr. Moore. That is the only project. As I indicated earlier in 
my testimony, [T understood that the orders were in the office that 
f Senator Butler's headquarters should call and ask for any infor 
mation concerning the Communist investigation, we were to be as 
helpful as we could in giving it to them. 

senator LIENNINGS. Now. this letter ot Novembet 6. exhibit Je) 
which vou have just been shown— 

Mr. Moorr. Are you referring to Mr. Fedder’s statement / 

Senator Hennines. This one you were just shown. Who suggested 
getting this letter up? 

Mr. Moore. You call it a letter, 

Senator HENNINGS. Well. eall it what vou please : this documet u 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Surine suggested that li would be a 200d idea to 
have a written record of what had taken place, the various statements 
concerning money that had been made. 

Senator Hennings. When was that suggested, what part of the 
evening ¢ 

Mr. Moors. That suggestion was made while we were in the drive-in 
restaurant which Mr. Fedder has deseribed as ¢ rry’s. ] do hot know 


{ 


t that was the name of it or not, 
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Senator Hennrnes. That it would be a good idea. Was there any 
further elaboration ? 

Mr. Moore. I do not recall his exact words. 

Senator Henninos. Was there any further elaboration as_ to 
why—— 

Mr. Moore. You mean argument as to whether or not there should 
be a statement ? 

Senator Henninos. I said “elaboration”: any further elaboration 
as to why this st atement should be gotten up and prepared. 

Mr. Moore. I do not quite understand your question. Does your 
question indicate was there an elaboration or a conversation—— 

Senator Hennines. For whom was this being done? 

Mr. Moorr. Well, I suppose it was in the nature of a receipt to 
whomever Mr. Surine expected to account for the money. 

Senator Hennines. You were the lawyer of that group, were you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Surine is also a lawyer. I was not acting as a 
lawyer on that occasion. I was acting as a campaign man. 

Senator Hennrnes. You were not giving legal advice on that oc- 
casion ? 

Mr. Moorr. I was not. 

Senator HENNINGS. So it was Mr. Surine’s idea, you supposed, that 
this would be something useful in the event of a further dispute about 
payment’ Was that it? 

Mr. Moore. If you want me to speculate, I will say “Yes.” I do 
not know. 

Senator Hennrnes. You heard the conversation, did you not 4 

Mr. Moorr. That would be my general impression of its purpose. 

Senator Hennines. How many hours did you gentlemen spend 
during this night picking up post cards? 

Mr. Moore. Well, I do not know. We started out at 1:30, 2:30, 
and ended up maybe—I do not know, I cannot say the time—naybe 
6 o'clock. Probably we spent maybe 3 hours. 

Senator Hennines. Three hours? 

Mr. Moore. That is an estimate. All of my statements concerning 
time are estimates because I did not keep looking at my watch to see 
if it was 5:30. 

Senator Hrennines. Of course you did not. We can understand 
that. What time did you leave Baltimore / 

Mr. Moorr. Well, I will try to repeat the estimate which I made 
before, anywhere between 5:30 and 6:30 in the morning. 

Senator Hrenntnes. When did you start out ? 

Mr. Moore. You mean when did we begin the collection of post 
cards? 

Senator Hennincs. When did you begin this business of starting 
around to collect the cards? 

Mr. Moore. We began to drive around collecting the cards fron 
Thompson's Restaurant, it may have been 3 o’clock, 3:30; [ eannot 
say. Do not try to confuse me on the time because I have told you I 
do not remember. 

Senator Hennines. Iam not trying to confuse you. Do you thin 
lam? 

Mr. Moore. You are doing it. I do not remember the varior 
times. 
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Senator HenninGs. Iam not, because I have no intention of trying 
to confuse you. 

Mr. Moore. I do not remember the various times. 

Senator Henninas. You have testified about some matters here 
which are in issue and which relate to the veracity of certain testi- 
mony this committee has heretofore had. 

Mr. Moorr. I think it very clearly does, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. We would like to get the very best of your 
recollection insofar as you can give it to us. 

Mr. Moore. [| am giving it to you. 

Senator Henninoas. Lassure you it is not my purpose or the purpose 
of this committee to confuse you. 

Mr. Moore. I thank vou for that, Senator. 

Senator HENNINGS. You Say that to the best of your recollection 
you spent how many hours collecting these cards ¢ 

Mr. Moore. After what I have already testitied to, I think it will 
be clear to everyone here that anything I say now is going to be a guess. 
I will say 5 hours. 

Senator Henninas. Now, this statement that you read us today; 
lid you prepare this yourself / 

Mr. Moore. I did. 

Senator Hennines. Did you have any assistance in the preparation 
of it ? 

Mr. Moore. I didnot. Ihave discussed it with various individuals. 
[ do not know what you would label assistance. 

Senator Hennings. It is all your own language / 

Mr. Moore. It is my own language. 

Senator HENNINGS. With whom did you discuss the preparation 
of it? 

Mr. Moore. I discussed it with a lot of people. I nomed a few of 
them. I discussed it with Senator McCarthy. IL discussed it with 
Don Surine. ] cliscussed it with (rseorge Nilles . and probably other 
ndividuals. I could not just pin them down exactly. 

Senator Hennines. Were you all together when you discussed the 
reparation of this statement 4 

Mr. Moore. Well, now, you are asking a — that I will qualif 
iy answer. You say was I ever all together with the various 

‘Op le 

Senator Hennines. I say were you all together when you discussed 
this, you or any of them ? 

Mr. Moore. W ait a mninute: let me qualify My ahswer, 

Senator Hennings. Very well, 

Mr. Moors. You were asking me was I ever all together at one 
time with various people that up until a little over a week ago | was 
working with. There were several discussions of it with the named 
ndividuals. I do not recall whether we were all together in one 
room at one time or not. [ would say probably not. 

Senator Hennings. At any time? 

Mr. Moorr. My best recollection is no; I cannot say. I discussed 

with all of them. I do not know if we were all in the same room 
together at any one time or not. 

Senator Hennincs. Do you know of any other people with whom 
you consulted when you prepared this statement / 
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Mr. Moore. I have told you that I have talked it over with various 
individuals. 

Senator Hennines. In addition to those you have named ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I cannot think of anybody offhand. 

Senator Hennings. Will you just pause a minute and think, not 
offhand, but tell us the name of any others you discussed it with? 

Mr. Moore. Of course I think I have already testified [ discussed it 
with Mr. Becker. 

Senator HenninGs. Yes. Any others ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I cannot think of anybody else offhand. 

Senator Hennineés. Have you taken any legal counsel in the matter 
other than from Mr. Becker / 

Mr. Moore. I have not. 

Senator Hennings. Who wrote the statement up for you / 

Mr. Moore. I wrote it. 

Senator Hennines. Did you use different typewriters ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I did. 

Senator HENNINGs. Why did you do that ? 

Mr. Moore. Well, there is no particular reason. Of course you 
realize there have been possibly two or three drafts of this thing. 
| did part of it at home on a typewriter which L borrowed from the 
people across the street: and I came in here this morning and a couple 
of the pages were not very wel! mimeographed, and I had them done 
over in Senator Me( ‘arthy’ s office. So you will notice that the paper 
is different. There are a couple of pages that are different. 

Senator Henninas. So that as we go along we find pages 8 and 9 
are obviously on ditlerent typewriters. 

Mr. Moore. The ‘vy are, ves; and the reason for that is that most of the 
-tatement Was mimeographed in Arlington, Va.: and a couple of pages 
of it were mimeographed here in the Senate Office Building and typed 
here, 

Senator Hes xinegs. Now, you say on page 9, one of the two pages 
tliat does not correspond with the t\ ping of the rest of the document : 

However, ex-Senator Tydings, who put Fedder forward as his witness and 
adopted part.of his testimony as his own, has an obvious motive 

What do you mean by “ex-Senator Tydings who put Fedder forward 
is his witness?” 

Mr. Moorr. Well, first I will mention the part about putting him 
forward as his witness, Senator Tydings testified to this committee 
that he had suggested that Mr. Fedder—that he had heard Mr. Fed 
der’s story, and Mr. Fedder had come down here—he suggested that 
Mr. Fedder come to this committee and tell it. 

Senator Hennings. So that is what you meant 

Mr. Moore. That is what I mean by putting forward. 

Senator Hennines. And adopted part of his testimony as his own? 

Mr. Moorr. That is correct. He repeated part of his testimony in 
which he said that various people—who, of course, he must have known 
would be subsequently identified as myself, Mr. Nilles, and Mr. Surine 

had taken Mr. Fedder for a ride, C hicago gangland style, and had 
virtually kidnapped him—something to the effect that we had tried to 
extort a letter from him, and all this was not without Senator Butler’ 
knowledge. 

That I consider an adoption of some of the most vicious part of Mr. 
Fedder’s perjury. 
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Senator Hennings. Yousay here: 


His cries of anguish indicate that the wound to his ego would be somewhat 
eased 
Isthat your language / 

Mr. Moorr. That is my language. 

Senator HeENNINGs (reading) : 

If he could convince the public that those who accomplished his defeat 
by lies with the aid of kidnapers and extortionists 
Isthat your language ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. That is right: that is my language. 

Senator Hennincas. Whom were you referring to when you talked 
about extortionists / 

Mr. Moore. Well, when I talk about alleged extortionists, I think I 
am talking about myself, Mr. Nilles, and Mr. Surine. I think this 
letter Was a thing of value, and I think the alleged attempt to vet it by 
threats and intimidation, I think that would probably amount to ex 
tortion. IL have not given a great deal of research to the question. I] 
think it would be extortion if it were true. - 

Senator Hlenninos. You think the signing of a statement would be 
extortion in law ? 

Mir. Moorr. Tam not r ferring to the Shine of the statement. 
ani referring to the 

Senator Hennines. Forced signing of a statement 4 

Mr. Moore. Well, I do not know. Phat was not what J had in mind 
in ni statement here. What I had in mind was the alleg “Mi atteny 
to vel the letter Whi ly Wasa thing of value by threats al 
LIOh. 

Senator IHTenninas. IT believe that is all. 

Senator Sarru. Mr. Moore, 1 understood you to say you 

ie research staff of Senator Me¢ ‘arthy ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. That isr ioht. 

Senator Smrru. Did you do any research for the tabloid On 
Record / . 

Mr. Moore. | cannot be sure whether | did or not. Sometimes | 
would just look up things and not know what the ultimate purpose 
was. As faras I know, I did not. 

nator Smiru. You did not do any research for the tabloid 
such / 

Mr. Moore. I may have: Ldo not know. 

Senator Smiru. Did you see a page proof on it ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. I did not. 

Senator Smiru. Have you discussed with anyone the question of 

gal procedure with respect to your testimony before this committee, 
Mr 7 Saati outside of the stat! of the committee ? 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Becker. 

Senator Smiru. No, outside of the stath, Mr. Becker, and Mr. 
Me Dermott. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. I had a discussion with Senator MeCarthy, a very 
brief discussion. I think I had a general sort of academic dis USSIO] 
onit with Mr. L>Heureux. 

Senator Smiru. Whois Mr. L‘Heureux, for the record 7 

Mr. Moore. Mr. L’Heureux, I think, is emploved by ee Banki oY 


ind Currency Committee. The discussion was a rather academic one. 
Senator Smirn. You mean as tothe legal procedure / 
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Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Senator Smrrn. Before the committee ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. He did not advise me to do anything or not to do 
anything; just gave me a little talk on how they usu: ally 

Senator Saurru. Mr, L'Heureux, the counsel for the Banking and 
Currency Committee 4 

Mr. Moore. F believe that is his position. 

Senator Smiru. Was Mr. Kiermas present when you did that! 

Mr. Moorr. Not as far as I remember. It was a rather informal 
talk. It was some weeks ago. I do not think Mr. Kiermas was 
present. 

Senator Smiri. Was anyone else present ? 

Mr. Moore. I do not know. I do not think so. My best recollec 
tion is that no one else was present. 

Senator Smirn. Was Mr. Surine with you? 

Mr. Moore. He was not; no. Mr. Surine was definitely not there. 

Senator Smirn. You cannot remember about Mr. Kiermas ? 

Mr. Moore. I do not think he was. I am pretty sure he was not. 

Senator Surru. Did you discuss with anyone how to answer ques 
tions that might be asked you at this hearing ? 

Mr. Moore. No, | do not remember doing that. You mean the 
technique of answering them / 

Senator Smirn. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, I think I did. with Mr. Surine. 

Senator Siri. Did you with Mr. L’Heureux or any other out 
side—— 

Mr. Moore. No, I do not think so. Mr. L’Heureux’ discussion wa 
sort of an academic lecture. 

Senator Smirn. That was sometime ago / 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Would you say how long ago? 

Mr. Moors. I could not say; some weeks ago. 

Senator Smiru. Before you started your statement ? 

Mr. Moore. I believe it was, ves. 

Senator Smiru. Did you ask him for advice or— 

Mr. Moore. I just wanted to talk about it. I just approached hi 
and asked him. 

Senator Smiru. You went to him and asked him for his advic 
concerning the legal procedure a the committee / 

Mr. Moorr. Yes; not advice as to what I should actually do, but 
just how the procedure ran and all the different privileges, which « 
course I did not plan to claim anyway. 

Senator Surru. Thank you, Mr. Moore. 

Senator Henprickson. Was this conversation with Mr. L’Heureux 
Mr. Moore, before or after you requested the right to appear befor 
this committee ? 

Mr. Moore. If I recall now, I think it was before Mr. Fed«i 
even testified. I am not certain of that. It was just a short discu 
sion in the corridor of the Senate Office Building. It is hardly wort 
me ntioning. p 

Senator Henprickson. That is when you had this academic d 
cussion ¢ 


Mr. Moorr. Yes. 
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Senator Monroney. Mr. Moore. when was the first time that the 
knowledge came to you that the tabloid was going to be issued in the 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Well, the first time I recall hearing the term used was 
in the conversation between Mr. Surine and Mr. Fedder. ‘They were 
referring to the amounts of literature of various kinds that had been 
paid for and distributed and so forth, and the tabloid was men- 
tioned. 

At that time I did not know exactly what piece of literature the 
tabloid would be. Do not get the impression | am in any way ashamed 
of this tabloid. I am not, from anything I have heard about it in 
the newspapers later. It just a ypens I did not know about it at 
that time. They discussed it. I did not omg what particular piece 
of literature it referred to. I just understood it was one of the pieces 
of literature that was being distributed. 

Senator Morroney. That was the night you were with Mr. Fedder 
immediately prior to the election ¢ 

Mr. Moore. ‘That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Do you mean to tell the committee then that 
vou had absolutely no knowledge of the tabloid or its preparation 
prior to that time? 

Mr. Morse. I did not have. I may have worked on the research of 
t without knowing what particular piece of lterature It was going 
into. I donot know. 

Senator Monroney. Did you write any stories or anything that 
later appeared in the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Not as far as 1 know. 

Senator Monroney. But some of the research that you were doing 
n connection with the activities might have wound up in the tabloid 
without your knowledge ? 

Mr. Moore. It might have; if you really want to know. I will 
obtain a copy of the tabloid and look it over and determine whether 
or not I may have contributed to it. 

Senator Monronry. But so far as you know, you did no 

Mr. Moore. So far as I Saas right now | probab ly did not, 

Senator Monroney. The preparation of the copy or the lay-out of 
the art work / 

Mr. Moorr. L knew nothing of the lay-out or the preparation of the 
final copy. 

Senator Monronry. You mentioned you might have worked 4 
weeks, 3 weeks, 2 weeks, or 1 week on the campaign. What other cam 
paign work did you do? Your testimony here so far has been con 
lined to 2 days immediately prior to the election. I wish you would 
detail for the committee the other activities. 

Mr. Moorr. 1 wrote post cards and I drove over to Baltimore with 
batches of post cards and mailed them on various different days. 
| do not remember what days they were. 

Senator Monroney. Postal cards that were being written here under 
the project that Mr. Robert E. Lee, I believe, was operating / 

Mr. Moorr. Yes: that is correct. 

Senator Monronry. And you would act as a courier to get those in 
the mail. Although they were prepared in Washington, you wanted 
to get them in the Baltimore post office; is that correct / 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 
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Senator Monronry. Did you ever handle any other money other 
than that which you have told the committee about in any way / 

Mr. Moore. I did not, 

Senator oo. I believe you testified that you did take S115 
over after the election to pay Mr. Fedder what you believed to be the 
balance on the postal-card account 4 

Mr. Moorr. Yes: LT didtake him $115, 

Senator Monroney. And at no other time in the campaign did you 
see or take part in passing money on from one source to another to 
pay for printing bills or otherwise 4 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Senator Monronry. During this night in question, you related tha 
you called at Mr. Fedder’s house on the telephone from a pay st: ition 
from the Emerson Hotel. Can you tell the committee just exact 
what you said to Mrs. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. I can only speculate now at this late date as to thi 
exact nature of a telep shone conversation which hi appened severa| 
months ago. JI am just reconstructing now, you understand. I can 
not remember my words or her words. But I would say I asked her 
if Mr. Fedder was home and was told that he was not, and that he 
was out in Baltimore picking up cards. Then I do not know whether 
we decided then to try to call back later or whether we called again 
or What. I do not know. 

Senator Monronry. Your testimony here, which vou amplified, was 
that Mr. Nilles called the second time from the pay station. 

Mr. Moore. I said I thought there were two calls, lam a little 
Vague as to whether there were one or two. I think I made one and 
he made the other, and we were both there. Neither one ot us had 
anvt hing else to do. We were just waiting, So we were both present 
when each ot her ealled, 

Senator Monroney. About 12:30 in the morning: was it not / 

Mr. Moorr. I do not know; midnight, 12:30, whatever you want 
to call it. 

Senator Monronry. I wish you coul | recall for the committee, be- 
cause this matter of the ride or the postal-card pick-up, or whatever 
it may be, is of importance to the ¢ otk ecru In this investigation; and 
the testimony by Mr. Fedder was that his wife was badly frightened at 
the telephone call that came in, which, if we could get any memory 
as to what was said—— 

Mr. Moore. Well, Senator, a telephone call on a routine business 
matter several months ago was obviously a trivial thing at the time 
and it is hard to remember now. I cannot say exactly what time I did 
anything in November right now with any great degree, I have tried 
to refresh my memory. 

Senator Monroney. I am not asking so much for the time as I am 
for the tone and the words, if you can remember them. 

Mr. Moore. The tone, I remember, was just a business conversation, 
just “Is Mr. Fedder home?” and so forth. 

Senator Monroney. And you asked perhaps when he would be 
home / 

Mr. Moore. Yeg, probably. 

Senator Monroney. Did you tell her it was of great importance 
that you be contacted immedi: itely when he came in? 


Mr. Moore. I assume that I did. 
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senator Monront xe Did you hear, then, Mr. Nilles’ cOnVersatllon 
on the call back ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Well, we were both present during each other's calls; 
Ves. 
~ Senator Monronry. Did he say, “We are calling again to get 
touch with Mr. Kedder: we must do it right away” 

Mr. Moorr. Senator, you are forcing my memory on this point. 

Senator Monroney. | do not wish to do that. 

Mr. Moore. Lam sorry; Lam very sorry, but I have already covered 

e point, I think about as well as I can. 

Senator Monroney. That is all right. I was just trying because of 


] i 
‘testimony that we had heard earlier, stating that the meeption of 


perhaps could nave been raised im Mr. kedder’s mined because 
wife was badly frightened nt the telephone calls, so he testified 


il this was not astraioht strictly business deal ly I ould ave bet 

msummated in the davtime. 

Mr. Moore. I have indicated that that part of Mr, Fedder’s 

ony isa lie, 

Senator MoNRONEY. In other word , you sav that a vthine that 
roused fear in the mind of Mrs. Fedder fro your telephone cal 
Ol that of Mr. Nilles you con 1del fovea lie / 

Mir. Moore. That is correct. 

Senator Monronry. Now then, later on, when Mr. Fedder came 
qdowh i response to vour two teleplhi | Calis, VOU met him at | 
Emerson Hotel and then went to the post office to mail what you 
pproximated at 5.000 postal ‘ards ¢ . 
Mr. Moore. Yes: that is correct. 
senator MoNRONEY. At ti ct Tipive | helieve Vor ssid Mii ‘2 


] 
ned vou 4 


Mr. Moore. Mr. Surine joined us some time, 
senator MIonr NEY. Lo 1"¢ Fr VOour meh » O Ter ore t OF VO 


imemMment VOU say 


hi paride ‘ Ve l M sil ’ l ! ! 
i in Hee ng MM 1 | 
ny cards al en mailed We told him of the hie \ h M es 
Mr. Fedder, and T had just counted and tiled together Mr. Fedder then 
Mr. Surine that he had previously mailed a large bateh of card Vv hinmise 
( ntrary to Mr. Fedder’s statement hich Si ‘ iis he firs Tire t 
Mr. Fedder stated that he had tailed any cards on his ow) 


Chen vou sav: "Mr. Surine then left for 3 or 4 minutes.” Where did 
ag’ 


Mr. Moore. I vathered from their conversation that Mr. Surine went 


ye 
{ 


to the window or somewhere in the post office to find out if a lay 
iteh 
Senator MONRONEY. Were the postal windows open at 1 n the 
oTnIng 4 
Mr. Moore. I think you had to ring a bell and they would open it 
something. I do not remember exactly how it worked. ] eathered 
it Mr. Surine, from their conversation, had inquired whether any 
ch large batch of cards had been mailed by Mr. Fedder by him elf: 
nd receiving a negative reply, he came back and told Mr. Fedder tha 


} 


s statement was untrue and so forth, that no such batch of cards 
mated. 

Senator Monroney. When did Mr. Fedder tell all of vou in vou 

esence that he had mailed this previous bunch oft ¢ ids ? 


O70 ol +1 
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Mr. Moore. At this time. That was the first time. 

Senator Monroney. I mean at what hour in the day ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Well, Senator, you notice here in my prepared statement 
I do not have all these little hours in. I do not remember them that 
well. 

Senator Monroney. I was just wondering how the man on the night 
shift at 1 o'clock in the morning might have been expected to know 
whether some cards had been mailed through the day or not? 

Mr. Moore. I-do not know as it would be during the day. <As | 
understood it, Mr. Fedder had got impatient waiting for us and had 
mailed the cards. I think that was his excuse, that he got impatient 
Waiting for us because we were late and had mailed them shortly befor 
we arrived. 1 do not remember that too clearly. 

Senator Monroney. Then you go on: 

Upon his return he immediately confronted Mr. Fedder with the fact that nm 
batch of cards had been mailed by Mr. Fedder 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 


Senator Monroney (continuing) : 
and questioned him for some time. 


What was said then in that questioning for some time ¢ 


Mr. Moore. ‘The conversation revolved between the fact that no 


cards had been mailed and Mr. Fedder stated that he had mailed 
the eards. And after some minutes of discussion back and forth, Mi 
Fedder admitted that he had not mailed the cards. 

Senator Monroney. You say: 

linally Fedder, in our presence, admitted he had lied and under furthe: 
questioning admitted he had been trying to cheat the headquarters of the stamps 
and money already given him for the post cards. 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. And that was all in the open lobby of the post 
othice / 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Senator MonroneEy. It was not in any vestibule on entry way ? 

Mr. Moore. Well, it was in the post-office department—I mean in 
the post-office lobby iui at the top of the main stairs, as | remember i 
now, in the lobby bordering between the lob by and the stairs in 
very open place. 

Senator Monroney. This was all before you started out to get thi 
cards ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. Of course, Mr. Pedder had brought some cards 
with him before he met us. 

Senator Monroney. About 5,000 T believe you said 4 

Mr. Moore. That was our approximation. 

Senator Monroney. And he said there were some more cards out 
he could get and could mail. It would have been possible, would 
not, for you to have stayed in the Emerson Hotel and let him ru 
around for half or three-quarters of an hour and brought all the card 
back for the purpose of mailing and including the stamps? 

Mr. Moore. It would have been possible for us to wait in the Emer 
son Hotel. He could not have made the trip ina half or three-quarters 
of an hour. It took us maybe 3 hours. 
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Senator Monroney. That is part of this question that we have. I 


just wondered if he could have traveled faster alone and accomplished 


nit the same purpose as he did in traveling with the three of you 4 

Laat Mr. Moore. I do not know as he could have traveled faster. He 
ight have traveled just as fast 

hit Senator MONRONEY. Did he ask you to ACCOMLPALy him on that trip 

yw o get the ecards, or did you suggest that you would accompany him 4 
Mr. Scie I do not remember exactly who suggested what. It was 

| ust SO naturally ag) reed, The idea Was, “Well, the project is fol ding 

A | is let’s pick up things and LO home.” 

‘] Senator Monroney. Do you not think that he could have gotten the 

rye irds between then and 6 o'clock in the morning é 


Mr. Moore. I do not think he could have gotten them any quicke) 
than we did, because we did not delay at all.. We went from one house 
to another at the usual automobile speed and pursuant to Mir. Fed 
ler’s directions. 

Senator MONRONEY. Was there anv other purpose served by the 

ee of you accompanying Mr. Fedder? The object was to get the 
cards, to vet them in the post oflice with the stamps on them, and to 
pick up the remaining cards and to check him out of the project. 

Mr. Moore. There was no other purpose served, 

Senator Monroney. So that vour accompanying him was just a mat 
er that happened to be agreed upon some way, somehow, as you lef 
the post ollice ¢ 
i Mr. Moore. That is right. 

: Senator Monroney. When was the first mention made to Mr. Fed 
der of the statement which was later rere ry him in your ehenie e? 

Mr. Moorr. The first mention made | \ Mr. Fedder of the state 
ment ¢ 

senator Monron} y. On the mde of this statement, not the letter 
from Senator Butler, but the statement here, exhibit No. 2v. 

Mr. Moore. When was the first time that was mentioned 4 

Senator Monronery. Yes, si 

Mi. Moore. That was mentioned fo the Hist time in the last res 
rant that we all went in together. 

Senator Monroney. I believe you said earlier that you talked some 

Inge about Mr. Fedder hav ing defrauded or overcharged the Butle) 


impaign headquarters for various things? 


Mr. Moorr. No. The thing was, the general idea was this: Whe: 

e discovered how he had attempted to defraud us, Mr. Surine bi 

hn to question him about other items of the campaign. Now, I had 
o knowledge of these other items, so [ did not join him. I did not 
=k any questions at all, mi: avbe one or two. 
Mr. Surine asked him various questions as we drove along about 
iese other financial items in the campaign, particularly, as I recall, 
e distribution of one of the pieces of literature. I think it was the 
stribution of the tabloid. And Mr. Surine would ask Mr. Fedder 
no he dealt W ith in various tOWNS, and Mr. Fedder Wis very eVASIVE . 
dthat led us to suspect that he possibly did not distribute the tabloid 
some Cases. 
Senator Monroney. So a part of the ride was not just to get the 
nmailed postal ecards, but also to develop this statement whieh wis 
iter signed by Mr. Fedder in the so-called Orry’s restaurant. 
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Mr. Moorr. Well, as far as the purpose is concerned, the purpose 
was to pick up the cards and stamps, and any conversation that oc- 
curred between Mr. Surine and Mr. Fedder was incidental—the fact 
that we were all together and Mr. Fedder and Mr. Surine appeared 
to both have knowledge of some of these other matters and they dis- 
cussed it. 

Senator Monroney. It was just a good time to take up the finane- 
ing of the campaign literature regarding the tabloid and otherwise, 
because all three of you were there with Mr. Fedder in the car. Is 
that right? 

Mr. Moore. The fact that Mr. Nilles and I were present was not as 
significant, because T had no knowledge of these other items, and Mr, 
Nilles, as I judge, did not either. 

Senator Monroney. Well, as a matter of fact, it was not impor- 
tant that vou or Mr. Nilles be with Mr. Fedder on the ride, was it ? 

Mr. Moore. It was not important. 

Senator MoNRONEY. I mean anybody could carry that many cards. 

Mr. Moore. It was not important. 

Senator MoNRONEY. And vet at 6 o’cloe ‘k in the morning you were 

still working, the three of you, on the postal-card project, and this 
statement project. 

Mr. Moore. What was that hour ag rain? 

Senator Monronry. Around 5 o'clock or 6 o'clock you were still 
engaged in this project. 

Mr. Moore. In other words, your line of questioning indicates that 
there were three or four of us doing what one of us could have done. 
Thi at is probably true. I do not know why. Perhaps we would have 
been just as well off to go home. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Fedder might have felt a littl more com 
fortable. 

Mr. Moore. I do not think Mr. Fedder would have felt any dit 
ferent. 

Senator Monroney. Did you hear at any time during the conversa 
tion, either in the post office or later, Mr. Surine say to Mr. Fedak 
that he had been a former FBI man / 

Mr. Moore. I think that was mentioned during the evening. 

Senator Monroney. Did you hear him mention his close friendshiy 
with the chief of police of Baltimore / 

Mr. Moore. I did not hear that. 

Senator Monronry. And Mr. Fedder is alleged to have said in his 
statement that he had nothing to fear because he had always been a 
law-abiding citizen. 

Mr. Moore. I do not recall that; no. 

Senator Monroney. You did not hear anything of any conversa 
tion that would-have in any way intimidated Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Moorr. There was no conversation which could have been co 
strued by Mr. Fedder as threatening or intimidating. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Moore, you refer to the alleged midnight ride. 
Actually the ride started after midnight, did it not / 

Mr. Moore. Yes; it did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And it continned— 

M:. Moore. When I said alleged ride, I meant alleged ride in sort 
of gangland terminology, what that imports. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And it continued until approximately 6 a 
according to your earlier testimony / 

Mr. Moore. Well, we have gone over that pont two or three times 
now.. My memory is not any better now than it was then. I say 
5:30, 6:30: I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that point, Mr. Moore, the thing that 


presses me al 


out your memory is the fact that in reply to Mr. Becker’ 
questions, the thing about which you are most positive are statements 
hat were not made. Were you present at all times when Mr. Sum 
ind Mr. Fedder were talking ¢ 
Mr. Moorr. At all times / 
Mr. McDrermorr. At all times when Mr. S 
were talking, were you with them 4 
Moore. Well, I think mv testimony 
imes with them. I tl nk there was 
ni ! the post othce, and there 
ie and Mr. Feddea 
L cannot say. 
rMorr. I t correct, 


] 
Outs (j 


~ Mr. McD: 


edge OF any onvVversations that to 
when you were not present with them ¢ 

Mr. Moore. That statement isan obvioustruth. If J 
them, l would have no direct know ledge of what they said. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then in reply to the questions that Mr. Becker 
propounded to vou about statements that he attributed to Mr. Feda Fr. 
mad to whi I) Mr. Fedder ! ‘fe red 1) his test mony, the fa ‘I 

rding to your pre 1] 

your presence / 
Mr. Moore. That is 
Mr. McDermorr. 
ft your presence ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I am 
ippened when I was not 


Mr. McDermorr. But 

forvoul presence between t tw 

Mr. Moore. There was a time ¥ 

. } 1 } } } } 
them. and I do not know what took place dur 


Mr. McDermorr. In this conversation 
nator Monroney referred in his recent qi 


| 


OUT questioning and further questioning, was that——. 
Mr. Moore. Exeuse me. Was that the iversation 
vent to the Baltimore post oflice / 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right, about whether the postal cards 


were mailed or not mailed, and where he 


vdmitted he hed. I assume 
it the outset of that conversation Mr. Fedder did 
ven you misinformation on that. did he / 
Mr. Moor He did not actmiit if mavbe in mediately. 
her the exact words. He was reluctant. naturally. 
[f¢Dermorr. Yo y in your statemet 


admit he had 


redder, in 


admitted 
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During the conversation leading up to that admission, was that all 
carried on in well-modulated terms, or did anybody raise his voice 
dentine that time? 

Mr. Moore. I do not know whether all of the voices were well 
modulated. Nobody was raising his voice or shouting. It was just a 
conversation. “How eould you have?” and so forth. . 

Mr. McDermorr. You mean to imply to us that the exchange be 
tween Mr. Surine and Mr. Fedder leading up to the alleged admission 
that he had been trying to cheat the headquarters was a very calm 
conversation / Nobody raised his voice; no denials on the one hand 
and insistence on the other? 

Mr. Moorr. Well, I would say that he denied it at first, and then he 
admitted it when it became apparent that it was true, that he was 
caught in the lie, then he admitted it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall about how long that conversation 
required / 

Mr. Moorr. I do not know, maybe 5 minutes, maybe 10 minutes. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you first met Mr. Fedder, that would have 
been at the Emerson Hotel. Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the first time ‘you met him? 

Mr. Moore. That is the first time I had ever seen Mr. Fedder in my 
life. 

Mr. McDernorr. Is that the first time Mr. Nilles had met him ? 

Mr. Moorr. As far as I know. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. How did you identify yourselves? 

Mr. Moorr. I said that we were people whom Don Surine had sent 
over. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Did you tell him by whom vou were employed or 
who you represented ? 

Mr. Moorr. I did not mention that. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated to Mr. Becker that Mr. Fedder 
made no complaint to vou about the treatment that he received that 
night about which he has told this subcommittee. Did you ever 
identify yourselves to him so that he knew where you could be con- 
tacted / 

Mr. Moorr. No: I did not identify myself to him so he knew I 
could be contacted. He knew my name and he could have looked me 
up in the Washington phone book if he cared to. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were just the people that Don Surine sent 
over for the post cards as far as he was concerned 4 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Did you ever have occasion to disburse any money 
in connection with the campaign of John Marshall Butler in addition 
to the $115 check which you took over to Baltimore on Monday night / 

Mr. Moore. T have already testified that I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you excuse me for asking you the question 
again ? 

Mr. Moore. I am sorry. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did not disburse any other funds. Is that 
right ? 

Mr. Moorr. No; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is the record — and is my expression correct 
that you took that $115 check over » Baltimore on Monday night 
after you had been present earlier that a. m., when this statement 
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was discussed back and forth between Mr. Surine and Mr. Fedder, 
ind which you subsequently witnessed, and in which Mr. Fedder said 

the at he had been paid In full, or words to that effect, and considered 
he post-card transaction a closed item ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the fact is in view of your familiarity with 
his statement and all of its circumstances, you subseque ntly took that 
S115 check over there ? 

Mr. Moore. I do not remember everything that is in it now. I am 
familiar with the fact that it says the post-card project is a clos ed 
tem. Thething isthis. Mr. Greeley felt that we should pay for th 

ork that was done; even though he attempted to defraud, even 
hough the main project was not done. we should pay for what was 
lone 4 

Mr. McDermorr. As some members of the committee indicated, the 

me element in view of the conflict of the te stimony becomes material 
ere. You say that the job of picking up these post cards in your 
pinion could not have been done a h more quickly if Mr. Fedder had 

ne italone. Do Ll correctly understand your answer to that question 

Mr. Moore. | do not see how it coul | hs ave been clone more quic kly . 
We agi se <d without any delay from one house to the other. 

McDermorr. He probably would h: ave saved 45 minutes along 

e ‘en He would not we gone to Orry’s Restaurant to write out 
: handwritten statement to sign: would he? 

Mr. Moorr. I think that is obviously true. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman, who was it that suggested this 
tatement be written out ? 

Mr. Moore. | testified that Mr. Surine suggested the statement. 
Ile produced the papers from his pocket and suggested that the y have 
i Written statement. 

Senator HENNINGS. Did Mr. Kedder then sit down and begin Lo 
vrite the statement ? 

Mr. Moors. Mr. Surine wrote most of the statement. I mean, most 
f the statement is in Mr. Surine’s handwriting. They would pass the 

per back and forth. One sat on one side of the table : nd one on the 

r, and they passed the papers back and forth, one reading and then 

e other reading, one striking out and othe other writing more and 
o forth. 

Senator Hennines. This portion: “1, William H. Fedder, make t] 
tatement to Donald A. Surine, of my own free will and accord, no 
reats Or pronilse have been made to me to make this statems nt; 
ike this statement to tell the truth and straighten out this matter.” 

Cha was written by Mr. Surine; was it ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Yes: I suppose that little introduction is a throw-back 

) Mr. Surine’s background in the FBI. 

Senator Hennings, That is a typical police preliminary statemer 
eh you are ge tting a confession or something like that. 

\ir. Moore. L assume it is a throw-back to his background. 

enator Hennines. L just wondered who put that statement In, 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Moore, you testified earlier throughout this 
insaction you were sleepy and tired. As a matter of fact, you dozed 
tt on occasion. 


Mr. Mor RE, Yes. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Can you give us any better explanation than mere 
cone rege that the three of you stayed with Mr. Fedder all nigh 
until 6 a.m. Monday morning when this was obviously a transaction 
that oat hi ave been handled by one man? 

Mr. Moore. I cannot explain it. All I can tell you is what hap 
pened. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you have no explanation? ‘There was noth 
ing else in your mind; there was no other purpose on that trip other 


than to pick up the cards, and yet Don Surine told you to go up there, 
and George Nilles accompanied you. He subsequently met you there, 


and the three of you staved together all night until 6 a. m. in the 
morning. Is that right? 

Mr. Moore. I do not think there is anything insidious about. it, as 
your tone implies. I think we all staved together and that is all there 
isto it. Two of us coul Id have undoul ted Ly come back. We did not do 
so. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated that you had a conversation with 
Mr. L’Heureux and that that conversation took place some weeks ago, 
and it was a general academic discusison about your appearance before 
this subcommittee. Is that right? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. I just mentioned that I would be probably called 
to testify and we just had a discussion of the various privileges that are 
to be claimed and so forth, and I said I did not plan to claim any. 

Mr. McDermorr. What privileges did you have in mind ? 

Mr. Moorr. Oh, 1 think Mr. L’Heureux mentioned the case of 
Marberry v. Madison, the official privilege of an employee against 
the Government. 1 do not think this is really important. I have not 
claimed any privilege. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you refer Mr. Kiermas to Mr. L'Heureux? 

Mr. Moore. I did not. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you know whether Mr. Kiermas talked with 
Mr. L°>Henreux about his appearance before this subcommittee / 

Mr. Moore. I do not know, and I would not think that he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. You would not know / 

Mr. Moore. I would not know, but I would not think that he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Moore, were you present when Mr. 
Fedder had the conversation with Mr. Surine about a letter? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. <As I testified earlier, Senator, I think you were 
not here at the time, it had become apparent from things that Mr. 
Fedder had said that there were at least some items—wait a minute. 
now. Mr. Fedder had related the fact that he had all this printing in 
his shop and he did not consider that any financial responsible perso: 
was backing up the bill, and he had gotten this letter from Senator 

sutler. His later conversation made it appear that Senator Butler 
did not owe him any money. So Mr. Surine said, “Why don’t you 
vive that letter back to Senator Butler; if he doesn’t owe you any 
money, What good is the guaranty” or something to that effect. 

Senator Henprickson. Was that the extent of the conversation ? 

Mr. Moorr. It was as far as Mr. Fedder’s ridiculous story that we 
tried to obtain the letter from him. He indicated at the outset as far 
as I can recall that his lawyer had the letter, and he did not have it. 
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Senator Henprickson. Mr. Moore, did you have any knowledge of 
this letter prior to that conversation ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Prior to Mr. Fedder’s mentioning it. | had lo know]l- 
edge of any letter from Senator Butler to Mr. Fedder. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Moore, in his testimony before this 
committee Mr. Fedder had this to say, page 89: 


Let’s get this done and over with. I am tired and I want to go home 
| hen he said x 


As I made this statement, I started walking towa 


them follow me 
Ll assume he meant Mr. Moore and Mr. Surine 


pick up the rest of the work Surine reached out and je 

the coat. He said, “Listen, I want that letter back.’ “What 
lie said, “The guaranty letter you got from Butlet 

t going to get the letter, He told me if I didn’t give hi 
fix me up and put me through a Met arthy investigation. 

Did vou hear any conversation of that sort / 

Mr. Moorr. That is a lie, as I think Mr. Fedder’s own testimony 
ndicated. You can correct me in this if I am Wrong, but I think he 
ndicated later under Cross exnmination that auring the time of this 
alleged ride he was not aware that any of us were employees of 
Senator McCarthy. So how we would just pull a McCarthy invest: 
gation out of the air seems very strange to me. 

Senator Henprickson, This statement is untrue / 

Mr. Moors. I think that is one of the things in Mr. Fedder’s 
MOY that is definitely pel jury. It Is not a question Ot welgh 
eS~HMONLY against solmeohe else’s lt Is just a Case where 
veht a deliberate lie. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Moore, with respect to your statement 
here today, Ih answer to questions from the distinewuished senator 
trom Mis our, 1 do not recall that vou told us | 
this statement. Did you write it out in lor ohal d 
+? 

Mr. Moore. ] recall one draft | clic tated, 1 lay 
of it in longhand. Ido not know. I think I did. 
Senator Henprickson. How lone did it take 

fatement 4 

Mr. Moors. Oh, I could not say. [ worked on 

e time Mr. Fedde r testified. 

Senator LIenprickson. Did you have part 
ou had your interview with Mr. Becker 

Mr. Moorr. Yes: I did. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you have | 
ad that interview / 

Mr. Moore. I did. believe he read part of 

Senator Henprickson. Was that tvpewritter 

ad? 

Mr. Moore. I think it was mostly typewritten 
was in longhand. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, Mr. Moore. 
Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, M 
timony before the committee. 


Mr. McDrermorr. Mr. Donald A. Surine. 


J 
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Senator Monronry. Would you state your name, please / 

Mr. Surtne. Donald Arthur Surine. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give before this committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Surine. I do. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you very much for coming before us, 
Mr. Surine. 


TESTIMONY OF DONALD A. SURINE 


Mr. Surtne. My full name is Donald Arthur Surine. Iam 34 years 
old, married and have two children. Iam a graduate of the George 
Washington University of Washington, D. C., having obtained bach- 
elor of arts and bachelor of laws degrees. While at the George Wash- 
ington University, I hecame a member of the Phi Delta Phi legal fra 
ternity and was made a member of the honorary fraternity of Omicron 
Delta Kappa, awarded for scholarship and athletics. 

I became a member of the District of Columbia Bar and am ad 
mitted to practice before the United States Circuit Court of Appeals 
and the United States Supreme Court. I was connected with the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation as a clerk and as a special agent 
from 1939 until February 1950, In this same month I resigned from 
the FBI and became an investigator for Senator Joseph McCarthy. 
I am still serving in this capacity. 

On Sunday, November 5, [ was advised by Ray Kiermas that Wil- 
liam Fedder, a printer, of Baltimore, who runs the National Advertis- 
ing Co., had agreed to produce the addressing and stamping of 50,000 
cards for the Butler headquarters by approximately 8 a. m. on the 
morning of Monday, November 6, At about 2 p.m. of Sunday, No 
vember 5, Ray Kiermas asked me to go with him to Baltimore, where 
he inte ‘atin to contact William Fedder. 

Ray Kiermas and I drove to Baltimore, where R: ay c alled William 
Fedder by tele ‘phone, and Fedder asked us to meet him at a restaurant 
on the corner of Twenty-fifth and St. Paul Streets in Baltimore. Wil- 
liam Fedder came into the restaurant and met us at about 3:30 to 4 
p.m. that same day. I cannot recall the exact language which William 
Fedder used, but he stated that he had his crews of women addressing 
the 50,000 cards, and that he had scattered the 50,000 stamps which 
had been furnished to him among the various homes of persons who 
were doing the addressing. 

He stated that there would be no trouble at all in completing the 
50,000 cards, and I do recall it being mentioned that the cards had to 
be mn the mail by no later than 8 a.m. of Monday, November 6, in order 
to insure delivery in time for the election. 

At this time Ray Kiermas gave Fedder a $500 check, which repre- 
sented an advance payment for the completing of the job on 50,000 
cards, and there was some discussion about paying a bonus above the 
$500 if the job was completed in time. I recall Fedder’s stating several 
times during this conversation in the restaurant at Twenty-fifth and 
St. Paul Streets that he would easily be able to take care of the mailing 
of the cards and that he did not see why we wanted to take care of the 
counting and mailing the cards. Vedder stated also that he had some 
sort of contacts in the post office to facilitate the cards being handled. 
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I might mention on that point, outside of my statement, that there 
was a real rush in the post office. Here it was a couple of days, and 
I think you Senators know what the situation is, the question of 
whether or not you are going to put mail in. The way it was explained 
to me, sometimes a large batch of mail will be set aside in a rush. So 
there was a discussion, and, as he mentioned, he had these contacts. 

During the conversation Ray Miermas pointed out to Fedder in my 
presence that I and other persons would take care of mailing the ¢ ards 
and counting them, and that under no circumstances would Fedder get 
‘redit for any cards which he stated he himself mailed. Fedder stated 
that the first large match of cards ready for mailing would be ready 
at about 11:30 to 12 Sunday night, November 5. 

Accordingly, arrangements were discussed and made with him 
whereby Lor someone else would call him in Baltimore at about 11:30 
p.m. that same night, go with him to pick up the cards from the var 
ous homes where he had distributed them, and take them to the post 
office with his help and mail them. 

Arrangements were also made with him that thereafter another 
round of the homes to pick up the finished cards was contemplated wit] 
his help at about 2:30 or 3 a. m., that same might; and still anothe: 
round at about 6 a.m. This was discussed and arranged with Fedde 
with the purpose in mind that by mailing the cards as they were com- 
pleted from time to time it would be easier for the post otlice to sort 
them and have them delivered, rather than to wait to mail all 50.000 
when the sy were comple ted, 

Fedder then’: vave me his home tele phone number, and I told him 
that I would either come over to Baltimore and call him, or someone 


else, in order to pick up the first batch of cards. During the conversa 
tion with Fedder, Ray Kiermas pointed out to him that, inasmuch as 
e, Ray Iwiermas, he ad to goto Mi lw: aukee, Wis.. that same dav. I and 


other persons would be dealing with Fedder, picking up the finished 
ist cards from time to time and matling them. 

Thereafter, Ray Kiermas and I returned to Washington, D. 
arriving back at about 6:50 p.m. On the way back from Balti- 
more, | learned that Fedder had been furnished the night before, 
it the expense of the Butler headquarters, $500 worth of 1-cent 
stamps as well as 50,000 Butler postcards. 

At about 10 p. m., on the night of November 5, in Washington, 
[ asked Ewell Moore and George Nilles if they would be willing 
to go to Baltimore to pick up the first batch of Butler postcards, 
working with William Fedder. I explained to them that it had 
been clearly understood with William Fedder that he was to mail 
no postcards, and also explained to them that he had been furnished 
50,000 stamps and 50,000 postcards, together with a $500 check which 
was payment in advance for the completion of the 50,000 cards, 

[ explained to them the problem that Fedder had uncertain num- 
bers of stamps and cards throughout homes of employees or contacts 
of his in.Baltimore and that they would have to go with him to the 
various houses in order to pick up the finished cards. I gave to Ewell 
Moore and George Nilles the telephone number which William Fedder 
had given to me so that they could call Fedder on their arrival i 
Baltimore. 
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I told Ewell Moore and George Nilles that I would probably ar- 
rive in Baltimore myself around 1:30 or 2 a.m. and that we would all, | 
including Fedder, get a bite to eat before making the second round ; 
to pick up a batch of cards around 3 a.m. Ewell Moore and George 
Nilles said they would be more than glad to do this, Ewell Moore hav- 
ing his personally owned ear. 

I left Washington about 12:45 a. m., November 6, and arrived in 
Baltimore about 1:30 to 2a. m. I drove directly to the main post 
office, located on Calvert Street in downtown Baltimore. On arriving 
there, I walked into the post office and saw Ewell Moore and George 
Nilles, together with William Fedder, talking in the lobby. 

After greeting all of them, including Fedder, I found out from 
Ewell Moore, George Nilles. and William Fedder also, that they 
had mailed approximately 5,000 cards which William Fedder had 
turned over to them. I recall mentioning to Fedder about leaving 
so that we all could have something to eat before making a second 
round of picking up cards at about 2: 30 or 3 a.m. 

During this part of the conversation, William Fedder mentioned 
to me that he had mailed somewhere between 20,000 and 30,000 cards 
already, stating that the reason he had done so was that he had gotten 
“tired of waiting to be called.” On hearing this, I checked with the 
night window man at the post office, and he stated that no such large 
bateh of Butler cards had been mailed with him by William Fedder. 

I then confronted Fedder with this fact and he finally admitted 
that his reason for doing so was that he, by lying, was attempting to 
cheat the Butler headquarters of the stamps and money he had already 
been paid in connection with these cards. 

After Fedder had admitted lying about mailing the cards and that 
he, by doing so, was attempting to cheat the Butler headquarters, I 
told him I was very disappointed and asked him if, nevertheless, 
he thought the various houses and women he had working addressing 
the ecards could still complete the job. He stated that he did not 
think so in view of the fact that some of the women had to go to 
work at other employment on Monday, although he did state that 
we should still go around to all the various houses to pick up the cards 
which had been completed, since he had last visited them. 

In view of his admissions and his statement that the job could not 
be completed as he agreed, and as he had been paid for, I told William 
Fedder that the only thing left to do was to pick up the unused stamps 
which he had scattered to different homes, and pick up the $500 check 
which had been given to him earlier that day by Ray Kiermas. 

[ explained to Fedder that I was responsible to account for all the 
unused stamps and the money given him. At this point, I cannot 
recall Fedder’s exact words, but he was extremely apologetic to me, 
stating that he was sorry he had hed and tried to cheat us but that he 
had a wife and family to think of, and that he did not think the 
Butler headquarters would miss the money. He readily agreed that 
the only thing left to do was to pick up the stamps and return them 
together with the $500 check which he said he had at his home. 

Thereafter all of us, including Fedder, decided to get a bite to 
eat and a cup of cottee before voing around to the various houses. 
We then got into my car and drove to Thompson's restaurant on West 
Baltimore Street. 


9 
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There we spent about 45 minutes eating and having coffee, during 
which time Fedder reiterated how SOrTY he was he had hed and tried 
te cheat the Butler headquarters, and that he wanted to do everything 
he could to straighten out the matter as best he could. I would est 
mate that by he time we had finished eating m Thompson’s, it 
probably 2-30 or 3 a.m. 

After leaving the restaurant, Fedder directed us to at least two o1 
three homes in West Baltimore. I do not remember the exact ad 
dresses but they were located on either Monroe Street o1 Fulton Street. 
At these houses, as I recall, George Nilles, well Moore, and | waited 
in the car while Fedder went in anal broug it out unused rolls ol 
stamps and some completed cards. ‘The third house, on either Monroe 
or Fulton Street, not ver\ far from North Avenue in Baltimore, 
was then entered by kedder and he later came back and asked us to 
come in, In order to count the cards, 

As near as | can recall, in this house we picked up about 1.100 
finished cards. We also learned from Fedder and a woman who was 
still workin r Ol ne cards when we vot there that she had taken SOlnLe 
cards andl st ips over toa ot end of hers, and that she would 
than glad to go with us to direct us to this place 

Accordingly, this woman and all of us got back into my ca 
with her and Fedder’s directions, we drove to the other house 
cannot remember exactly where it was, but 1t was adpproximateiv & to 
10 bloc ks from her house. Wi wiitec out ile wh le he il «| 
Moore veht ih. Shortly thereafter the I oul 
finished cards and rolls of unused stamps. We then drove th 
back to her home, thanked her for her time, and left. 

After this there Was, | beheve, one other house to whicl Kedder 
directed us, and again | eannot reeall exactly where It was. but. 
In any event at this house Fedder entered and returned th more 
unused stamps and cards. 

Then Fedder directed us out to his home. which is qu 
distance, several miles in fact. 1m northwest Baltimore. 
positive of his address but I believe it is off Liberty lei@hts 


It was in a row-house section that we pulled up as Fedder 


and he 20 Oot and went into his house, stating thiat he Was PON: 
the check which had been elven to him. 

Ewell Moore. George Nilles and | waited in my car, and Fedder 
came out 5 or 10 minutes later and fave me nso 0) check as well as 
handing over to men large unopened box of 25.009 stamps. William 
Fedder stated that he had had these stamps in his home and could 
five me no other explanation for hay Me them than the fact that these 
stamps represented the amount of cards he had said were mailed py 
him. 

After leay ing his house, Fedde advised us we had one more stop to 
make and he directed us to the vicinity of Twenty-fifth Street and 
Grreenmount Avenue, daultimore, this area being i) to 7 miles from jis 
home. 

| might explain, outside of my stutement, that northwest Balt more 
in the Liberty Heights section to the intersection of Twenty-fifth and 
Greenmount is a distance of probably between 5 and 7 miles. and it 
is near that area where Lorraine Avenue is. 

In this vicinity he directed us to an address on Lorraine Avenue. 
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I cannot recall the exact address of this place. George Nilles and | 
waited in the car while William Fedder and Ewell Moore went. into 
the house. At this stop we waited about 15 or 20 minutes, possibly 
longer, and finally Fedder and Ewell Moore returned, bringing some 
more finished cards and unused stamps. 

We put the broken rolls of stamps in the glove compartment of my 
car and then, on leaving this place, it was decided by all of us, in- 
cluding William Fedder, that we should drive to some place to count 
the stamps in order to reach an accurate count mutually agreeable 
to Fedder and ourselves.. Nearby the vicinity was a drive-in, all- 
night restaurant. 

At this restaurant we took advantage of the lights around the res- 
taurant and in the car roughly approximated that with the 25,000 
stamps he had given to us from his home plus the various broken rolls 
we had in the glove compartment of my car, there was approximately 
39,000 stamps being returned by him. “After doing this. we went into 
the restaurant, ordered milk shakes and coffee and, while waiting for 
the order, we rediscussed the situation with Fedder. 

At this time, Fedder stated he had been paid a total sum of $15,000 
to $16,000 by the Butler headquarters for various joos of printing and 
distributing pamphlets and literature. Relative to the distribution 
of 500,000 copies of tabloid for the Butler headquarters, Fedder stated 
that he began distributing them just 24 hours before, and that he 
was supposed to have them distributed by hand in most of the prin 
cipal cities in Maryland, including Hagerstown, Frederick, Annapolis, 
and towns on the Eastern Shore of Maryland. 

At that point, I recall asking him whether or not he and his em- 
ployees had done this distributing personally, and he said they had 
not, that he had contacted persons in those towns to do the distribut 
ing for him. 

When I asked him who he had contacted in these towns he began 
to be very evasive and finally stated he could not remember. 

In any event, in this conversation it was apparent to me that he had 
not properly distributed the 500,000 copies of the tabloid which he 
had led us to believe that he did. In addition to his very conflicting 
and evasive statements as to his distribution of the 500,000 copies of 
tabloid, he stated that he had been paid completely in advance money 
for the metering of some 85,000 letters for the Butler headquarters; 
and that, in connection with this operation as well as the distribution 
of the tabloid, he had overcharged the Butler headquarters and that 
he owed them a refund. 

At this time when he advised me that he owed the Butler headquar- 
ters a refund of money, he also mentioned that he had called Senator 
Butler during the late hours of some night previous and received 
from Senator Butler some sort of a letter personally guaranteeing 
to him his, William Fedder’s, charges. 

I do recall in the all-night restaurant mentioning to Fedder that 
if the Butler headquarters did not owe him money _ then the letter of 
guaranty he had received from Senator Butler ‘served no purpose, 
With this, Fedder stated that this letter was in the hands of his attor- 
ney and that he intended to confer with his attorney relative to return- 
ing this letter. 

After a discussion had with him in which he related to above facts, 
we drank our milk shakes and coffee and I then wrote out approxi 
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mately 134 pages of a summary of the above information, with the 
ae that W His am Fedder stated he would not put into writing 
in the statement the admissions he had made concerning his attempts 
to cheat the Butler headquarters on the post card situation, nor did 
he desire to put in his admissions that he had not actually performed 
all of the services for which he had charged the Butler headquarters 
in connection with the metering of some letters and the distribution 
of the tabloid and other campaign material. 

I would lke to mention outside of here that over the course of the 
evening we hade more or less—I described it as chewing the fat with 
him, discussing with him—he was talking about his relationship with 
the headquarters. He mentioned—and Iam not sure, Mr. McDermott, 
whether it is in that photostat of that memorandum I submitted later: 
you mentioned you had a photostat there—something to the effect that 

. had either bribed or promised somebody around the headquarters 
S50 way back before he ever had any other dealings with him. 

He first stated that he had agreed to distribute 500,000 copies of 
the tabloid. When I put that in the statement, you will see that he 
corrected it to say to distribute as many as he could. That change 
was made during my conversation with him after he had failed to te l| 
me or relate to me how he distributed all these copies in a 24-hour 
period at these various towns all over Maryland. 

The same thing was in this card detail. My original understand 
ing Was clearly from conversing with him on Sunday at this.restaurant 
in the afternoon that he was to complete the 50,000 cards, and the 
discussion we had, that is where this bonus came into the picture. He 
said he would have difficulty, as [ recall, keeping this women willing 
to work if they were being paid just 1 cents, or 14, cents I think it was, 
on the cards. 

That is where this bonus came in. There was a discussion had 
whether or not if there was additional bonus paid, would his girl 
be w ling to work most of the night and try to vet the cards out. 

The statement was discussed with Kedder line by line—that is the 
statement that I took from him—and he in the restaurant, and in his 
own handwriting, made certain corrections throughout the statement 
initialing each correction. He signed the statement on each page. 

I might state this and interrupt again my statement for the benefit 
of the committee. This statement that I took from him, he signed 
the first page in this all-night restaurant. Then we were trying to 
reach an accurate count on the stamps he had returned, and I decided 
we would try to first count the stamps; and then after we counted 
this last batch of cards, we would try to approximate how many 
stamps should be left out of 50,000. Then we determined or decided 
on a rough count of the cards that we had picked up and mailed, 
and from a rough count of the stamps we decided that there were 
39.000 left. 

At the restaurant we had not counted the cards we had picked up 
that were ready for mailing, and I left on the second page a blank as 
to the number of stamps. I felt it was just as much to Fedder’s inter 
est as well as myself that we have a mutually agreeable count as to 
how many cards he got out and how many stamps he was turning 
back. 

Thereafter we all left the restaurant and drove back to the post 
office where the finished, addressed cards we had picked up at the 
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various houses were counted and mailed. On the basis of the count 
of the ecards that had been mailed which we had made during the 
evening, including the second batch, we estimated that approximately 
11,000 cards had been completed and mailed. 

At this time. I would estimate that it was about 5 or 5:30 in the 
morning when we completed mailing the cards in front of the main 
Baltimore post office on Calvert Street. Fedder then shook hands 
with us and stated that, in spite of his failure to complete the cards, 
he felt Senator Butler would win, and that he and his family were 
going to vote for Butler. He then got into his car, which was a 
new type model Pontiac, and drove away. 

Thereafter, inasmuch as all three of us were present during the 
entire evening, we all signed the statement as witnesses. After sign- 
ing, George Nilles and | returned to Washington, and Ewell Moore 
drove his own car back to Washington about the same time. 

During the entire transaction, whieh entailed miles of driving 
through the streets of Baltimore, picking up the stamps and cards at 
the various houses, there was = threatening conversation by me, 
George Nilles, or Ewell Moore to William Fedder, and there was no 
knowledge on our part of any of his detailed dealings with the Butler 

campaign headquarters, except what he told us; and there was abso- 
hist lv no knowledge on the part of any oe us, including myself, about 
the alle ged letter which Fedder st: ated | » had obtained personally 
from Senator Butler. 

Fedder lies to this committee When he charges that he was threatened 
or “taken for a ride.” Fedder maliciously smears me and Hes when 
he states that he was threatened with a "MeCarthy investigation” by» 
Ine or anyone else in my ee It is apparent that this he was 
} aced in Fedder’s mouth by someone else because he testified to vou 
that he did not know any of us were with Senator McCarthy at that 
time. He hes when he states that 1 “intimidated a witness” in the 
Anna Ros e nbe re case. 

I night elaborate further mv fee lng about the remark of anybody 
threatening him witha Me¢ ‘arthy investigation. That statement was 
aimed not at me. It was aimed at Senator McCarthy and to discredit 
his activities in uncovering the Communists, because undoubtedly that 
was there and Tam confident it was put there by somebody else other 
than Fedder. 

Senator MONRONEY. We did not allow him to testify as tothe Anna 
Rosenberg Cast. 

Mr. Surine. I would like to deny that I was ever accused of intimi- 
dating a witness there, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. That is perfectly all right, but we want to keep 
the thing on the investigation. 

Mr. Surine. The lying maliciousness of his entire testimony ean be 
summed up in pointing out his statement to this committee under oath 
that he “had told his story so many times it was easy to remember 
wrong.” ; 

My feeling about that last statement is he somehow or other memo- 
rized the first statement, and what he means to state is ~ at his memory 
is not good e nougch to repeat it t right more than one e, or the same Way 
more than once. ; 

Senator Monroney. Thank you for your statement. Mr. Me- 
Dermott ¢ 
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Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Surine, it is getting late, so I will limit my 
questioning this evening’ to the matters which are included in yout 
prepared statement. At whose request did you first participate in 
this post-card transaction 4 

Mr. Surine. You mean with Fedder / 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Who suggested that you get mixed up in 
this thing in the first instance ¢ 

Mr. SURINE. Originally, I understood or had the understanding 
that Ray Kiermas was gomg to more or less supervise the handling of 
the getting out of 50,000 cards with Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that in his representative capacity 
employee of Senator MeCarthy, or did you understand that was 
il voluntary basis of some kind ¢ 

Mr. SURINE. Well, from talkine with him, | understood that e 
Rex J 


) ! l 
ee or Bob Lee or someone connected with the post ‘ard project 
bad as 


ked him if he would try to contact William Fedder to 
get out 50,000 cards. The reason for that—and 
take too much ot your time th ahswerlhg is that this project 
rush pr per Be started app) ximately boro days toa week, tn ivi e 
days before: and we were Cry Ing to get out approximately PUOOO Of 
these post ecards. We had been told that 565,000 residential telephones 
were in Maryland, and we were using telephone books to address them. 

As it vot heal the end of the week, we saw we were not eomng t¢ 
make that fivure. so leacdine up to Kiermas’ situation and | edde! 
we fivured, is it possible that we could vel somebody that we nieht 
be able to get an additional 50.000 out / 

As I understand, someone suggested to Ray that he try to take care 
of that matter. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do IT understand from vour testimony in th 
answer that this project was sort of under the supervision of Mr. Lee ¢ 

Mr. SurinE. Bob Lee and Rex Lee. hy understand ne of it, wel 


ot 


t 
handling the mechanies of i. 

Mr. Mi DermMorr. And vou beeame involved 
Kiermas, and it was vow understanding he bee 


} 


through them. Is that correct / 


Mr. Strtne. That is my understanding. 
Mr. MceDermorr. That is Mr. Robert E. 
minority clerk of the House Appropriati 


your understanding on his employment ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Ido not know his exact position, Mr. MeDermott; but 
L understood he worked over in the House. 

Mr. MceDermorr. When you got back from this visit th Mh 
ledder on the night or the early morning of November 6, did) vou 
lake a report to Mr. Lee of what vou found out 4 , 

Mr. St RINE. Yes Wait il minute: excuse me. | believe it was 
his wife, Rex Lee, heeause | knew she would he very interested in 
knowing whether the 50.000 cards had been completed. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make a report to anyone else of vou 
ectivities of that night ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Not at that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did vou subsequently make a report to someone 
else 4 

Mr: Surine. Yes, sir. After I had gotten some rest. it was withi 
a day or two afterwards, 1 sat down and felt that it would be impor 


NG7TO 1 42 
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tant possibly to the Butler headquarters if they were furnished the 
background facts of what had happened; so I dictated a memorandun 
which is more or less in a summary form, along with the facts as near 
as I could recall them, being fairly fresh in my mind. Copies of that 
memorandum and a photostatic copy of this statement were sent over 
to the headquarters. 

Mr. McDermorr. To whom did you address the original copy of 
this memorandum 4 

Mr. Surine. I dictated it toa girl, and told her to take a memoran- 
dum, and I believe it was addressed to Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. IT now hand you, Mr. Surine, a photostatie copy 
of a four-page memorandum which has been identified as exhibit 81 
for the records of this subcommittee, which appears to be a photo 
copy of a memorandum dated November 9, 1950, titled “To Senator 
McCarthy.” and that name is then erased lightly, from Donald 
Surine, re William H. Fedder, Baltimore, Md. 

Can you identify this as a copy of that memorandum / 

Mr. Surtne. Yes: that looks like It. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you state that you sent a copy of that memo 
randum to someone. To whom did vou send it¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I addressed that to Senator Butler’s office, the address 
that we had, along with a photostat of that signed statement, you have 
there, 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that the same day you wrote the memo- 
randum ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Tam not certain of that. I dictated the memorandum 
and handed the girl the photostat of the statement and asked her to 
send both to Senator Butler's office, and whether it was the same day 
or the next day, Iam not certain. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Do L understand you wanted that sent to the cam 
palgn oflice, or to his private law office / 

Mr. Surtne. I think it was sent to Senator Butler's private law 
oflice. IT am not positive. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had had prior contacts with the Butler cam- 
paign oflice in the Lord Baltimore Hotel, had you not 4 

Mr. Surine. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had made previous visits there ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Yes; I had been there. 

Mr. MceDermorr. Had you made previous visits to Mr. Butler's 
private office or his law office ? 

Mr. Surine. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermort. I now hand you a photo copy of a letter which 
has been identified for the records of this subcommittee as exhibit 
No. 82, which appears to be a photo copy of a letter dated at Wash- 
ington, D. C., November 10, 1950, addressed to Hon. John M. Butler, 
Mercantile Trust Building, Baltimore, Md., and signed by you. Now, 
the Mercantile Trust Building is his law office, is it not ? 

Mr. Surine. I am not positive of that. I did not know Mr. But- 
ler’s address, and I asked a girl at the time to get the address. 

Actually, I remmber debating in my own mind whether to send it 
to the headquarters of the Butler campaign, which was in the Lord 
Baltimore, and [ did not know whether or not they had either moved 
out—this was a day or two after the election—and I felt it was safer 
to send it to Butler’s office. 
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Mr. McDernmorr. Is that a photostatic copy of the original of the 


letter which you addressed to him? You recognize that as a copy 


of a letter which you wrote ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. What do you say in that letter, if you 
read that into the record, Mr. Surine. 

Mr. SurINE (reading) : 

Iam enclosing herewith a copy of a memorandum, together 
f a statement made by William Fedder which I think will 


Mr. Mi DrerMorr. Had you had any previous contacts WI! 
Butler prior to this time? 

Mir. SturineE. No, sir. 

Mr. Mi DerMot Fr. Had you ever met him 

Mr. Surtne. I do not recall having met h 

. 

Mr. Mi DERMOTT. | note that there 1s} 
here. On what letterhead did vou send that 

Mr. Surtne. 1 cannot recall. 

Senator Monroney. | was wondering if Mr. Bec] 
to cross examine for a few minutes? 

Mr. McDermorr. L will defer further questioning at this time. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing of the subcommittee will 
until 10 tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 5:35 p.m. the subcommittee adjourned, t 


vene at 10 a.m. Wednesd . March 21, 1951.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 21, 1951 


Untrep SrTavres SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTER ON PrivineGes AND ELECTIONS OF THI 


Coumirrere on Rey vp ADMINISTRATI 


subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 
BIS. Senate Otice Building, Senator . oe 
presi 

Present : Senator mronev. Hem 
drickson. 

Also present: Senator Guy Gillette: 
the committee: Edward MeDermott, 
Becker. assistant counsel 
Senator Monroney. The sub 


The reco! dd W il] 


‘olMmittee 
show that when t! 
we had Mr. Donald Surine on the stand 


PeStTINONY under oath. We tpprec 


Mr. Mel Jermott, | helieve Wit 


aie 
sexan 
dowill show a quorum of the 


[lenprickson. May I be excuse: 
/ 


Phe reco 


tte¢ 


ator Monronery. The record 
1 to testify before an 


ttor Hendrickson leaves the room.) 


TESTIMONY OF DONALD A. SURINE—Resumed 
Mr. McDermorr. Mi 

ilress, please / 
Mr. Surin} Si 
Mr. MeDermnorr. 


1 


Mir. Surrne, Approximately 1 
Mr. McDermorr. And prior to that 1 
rinthe State of Marvland or elsewhere / 
Mr. Surtne. I have lived in the Sta 
b> at various addresses. 1?) liorton 
4 } } » 7 
ved at several adare sses 1 Baltimore. 
Mr. MeDernmorr. During the period 
believe vou were an agent \ th the 

that correct ¢ 


; 
Mr. Surine. iat is correct: ves. s 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now, I understand from your prepared statement 
that you read into the record vesterd: ly afternoon that you are pres- 
ently in the employ of Senator Joe McCarthy as an investigator: is 
that correct / 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the beginning date of your employment 
by him in that capacity ¢ 

Mr. Surine. It was approximately February 23, 24. or 25, Tam not 
positive of the exact date. It was a week end on rch at cate. 

Mr. McDermorr. Of what year? 

Mr. Surrne. 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that you have been in his employment as an 
investigator a little over a year at the present time / 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, prior to that time, immediately prior to 
your employment by Senator McCarthy, were you with the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation / 

Mr. Surtne. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the term of your service there / 

Mr. Surrne. I started with the FBI in June of 1939 and in 1941 
I became a special agent of the FBI and left the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation in February of 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now during the 9 years that you were a special 
agent for the Federal Bureau of Investigation where were you sta- 
tioned in addition to the city of Baltimore in connection with your 
employment / 

Mr. Surine. My first assignment was in Kansas City, in that gen 
eral area, working in and around Kansas City, and then thereafter I 
Was given a general assignment to the Little Rock, Ark.. office. 

Thereafter—let’s see—I was in Kansas City about 8 to 9 months, on 
what they call in the Bien au general assignment, assigned to a field 
oflice as distinguished from a special assignment. 

In the Little Rock office I was there for approximately 214 years, 
during which time I was assigned as a resident agent in Jonesboro, 
A rk., covering the eastern part of the State. Also during that period 
of 214 years I was sent on several confidential special assignments. 

After that I was transferred to Buffalo, N. Y.. where in Buffalo 1 
was thereafter assigned as a resident agent at Jamestown, N. Y., han 
dling all the general types of investigations covered by the Bureau, and 
later 1 was assigned back to Buff: ilo and worked es pionage and security 
Case> 

In May 1945 I was transferred to Baltimore, Md., where generally 
I worked most of every type of case covered by Bureau investigations. 

Mr. McDermorr. And how long were you in Baltimore, from May 
LO4S 

Mr. Surtne. From May of 1945 until I resigned from the Bureau in 
February of 1950. 

McDermorr. So that at the time of the cessation of your em 
ployment with the Federal Bureau of Investigation you were assigned 
to the Baltimore, Md., office; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Surine. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now what can you tell us about the circumstances 
of the termination of your identification with the Federal Bureau? 
Was that a voluntary resignation / 
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Mr. Surtne. That was a voluntary resignation ; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that for purposes of accepting the employ 
ment which you now have ¢ 

Mr. Surine. Not originally: no, sir. I had been planning entering 
the practice of law for some time. Washington, D. C.. is actually my 
home. My parents live here and my father is an attorney. I had 
majored in tax law to a certain extent at the law school. 

In February I submitted my resignation to the Bureau with that 
ntention in mind, and after about a week, while I was going through 
the process of finding an apartment and moving from Baltimore to 
here, | was asked by Senator McCarthy if I would be willing to work 
for him as an investigator for a short period of time. Jam still work 
ng as an Investigator. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you known him prior to that time ? 

Mr. String. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom were you put in touch with the Ser 
ator 

Mr. Surtne. I think—just a minute—I don’t know what arranges 
ment it had, but Downey Rice, an attorney here in town, called me or 
day from Washington and asked me if I would be willing to work 
fora while with Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you know Robert Morris at that time? 

Mr. Surine. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the suggestion of Downey Rice you got in 
touch with Senator McCarthy, and as a result of that contact, you 
were employed by him as an investigator. Are you on his regular pay 
roll as an investigator and paid through the Senate Disbursing Office ? 

Mr. Surine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Since February 1950, have you received payment 
for your services from any other source other than the regular payroll 
ot Senator McCarthy 4 

Mr. Surine. No. IT might explain that. I think the first weel 
[wo | was not paid directly by the Disbursement Office. and it W is 
either in the first few days In March that I began to get my pay trom 
the Disbursement Office over in the Capitol here 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom were you paid for those first couple of 
weeks / 

Mr. Scrine. Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you ever received any payment for 
services from Mr. Alvin Bentley ? 

Mr. Surtne. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. None whatsoever? 

Mr. Scrine. None whatsoever. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first become active in the senatorial 
campaign of John Marshall Butler? What was your first identifica 
tion with that campaign ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. The first activity that I had in connection with the 
Butler campaign of any significance was this post-card deal, which 
started, I don't know the exact time, but about 10 days or a day one 
way or the other prior to November 7, and the Rex Lees, Bob Lee. 
were handling the mechanical and financial part of the post-card 
situation. I understand also in talking with them and also Jean Kerr 
that it was a rush job and we were trving to get out. like J testified 


vesterday,. some 300,000 of these cards. 
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My main job was to pick up and mail the cards which were finished 
here—that is, in the outskirts of Washington and in Washington— 
that were being W ritten, addressed by various volunteers, and the week 
prior to November 5 I drove 1,700 miles between here and Baltimore 
making these trips delivering the cards and mailing them in the post 
oilice. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was all in connection with this post-card 
transaction and consumed the 10-day period immediately prior to the 
election on November 7, 1950: is that right ? 

Mr. Surine. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. At whose request or suggestion did you become 
identified with this post-card transaction 4 

Mr. Surine. It is rather hard to say, but I know that I discussed 
very briefly with the Lees and also with Miss Jean Kerr—— 

Mr. MceDermorr. Did you discuss with Senator MeCarthy your 
identification with the campaign in connection with this activity ? 

Mr. Surtne. During that period ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Surine. No, sir; not as far as the post-card deal, because 
senatol MeCarthy Was gone the entire month of ¢ detober and did not 
vet back until after the 

Mr. McDermorr. If you were driving 1,700 miles, Mr. Surine, vou 
obviously were putting in quite a little bit of time on this thing. Was 
that with Mr. MeCarthvy’s approval and knowledee ¢ 

Mir. Surtne. Prior to going away L discussed with him whether 
or not it was all right if I took my time, evenings, and also to help out 
or volunteer in any way | could in connection with the Butler cam- 
paren, and he wave his approval for that. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Any work that you were called upon to do 
or that vou elected to do was with his approval; is that correct ? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first meet Mr. Jon Jonkel? 

Mr. Surine. | can’t name the exact date. Prior to this post card 
deal T had done very little in connection with the Butler campaign. 

Mr. McDernmorr. 1 understood you to say, Mr. Surine, you had 
done nothing prior to the post card transaction, 

Mr. SURINE. Nothing of any singifiearance. 

Mr. McDernorr. Let us Lo back to that then. What did vou do of 
little or no significance? What was your first activity / 

Mr. Surine. On one oceasion I recall Miss Jean Kerr asking me if I 
would be willing to drive her—it was at night, I think, in the early 
evening, 7 or 8 o’clock—over to the Butler headquarters, at which 
time ] accompanied her over there, and | met Jon Jonkel there and 
Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the purpose of that visit 4 

Mr. Surnine. At that time, as near as L can recall, Jean wanted to 
get together some background pictures of Senator Butler and also 
some background facts. She had in mind as well in talkine with 
Jonkel, Mr. Jonkel had indicated there had been no pamphlets to 
advise the people of Mr. Butler’s background and pictures of his 
family, and he had asked, as near as I can gather from the diseus- 
sion that night, had asked Jean if she would be willing to vel up a 
little—it is a flimsy—maybe you have a sample of it, it is blue. 


election. 


& 
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Mr. Me Drermorr. | do. I do not have the exhibit filed with me. 
But Mr. Post, I believe, of the National Republic Advertising Co. 
testified to this committee last week he printed such a piece of litera 
ture. 

Mr. Surine. That was the subject of the conversation, and I thin! 
Mr. Jonkel gave her several pictures and there was also a history, 
background history, of Mr. Butler. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now its that the only meeting vou had with Mr. 
Jonkel and Mrs. Vai Dvke or clic you see then. or eit! er of then 
subsequently 4 

Mr. Serine. Well. ves. It was in connection with this post 
deal Mr. McDermott, it is Wolk. the printer that testified yester 

Mr. McDermorr. Wolk. 

\lr. SURINE. also had 


to Baltimore to pi kK 
Wolk’s pla : 
uur to five trips « 

the Rex Lee lace, 

Mr. McDermorr. Were all those ti 
card transaction and nothing else? 

Mir. Surtne. As far as I can re 

Mr. McDermorr. And on the 
did you visit the Butler cam 
Hotel ? 

Mr. Surtne. Not on every occasion: no. sir. I think during that 
time when I was bringing those post cards over from Baltimore t 
the Lee's place I went Dy the headquart rs twice, At that t mie, 
Wolk, I don’t know what prior material he had, but he had not 
Ve ry much in the Way ot pavine it. and it Was a 
them and conveying to Mrs. Van Dyke and 


a little bit reluctant at that time on the 


hem. And as | uncle rstood It later, or abo il ti lme, 
cussed the matter with Mrs. Van Dyke and Jonkel. 
Mr. McDermorr. But vou didn’t know by whom ¢ 
whom ? , 
Mr. SURINF. No. I understood it was Butler 
Mr. McDermorr. On any occasion of your vi 


i 


to the Butler CamMparen headquarters, did. vou 


any Cali paren contributions, over to the oflice / 

Mr. Surtne. I don’t recall. Now, Jean Kerr nea have taken some 

impaign contributions over or picked up some at the time when we 
went over to get this background material for this pamphlet, 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Did you ever personally take any campaign con- 
tributions or funds to the Butler Calmpalen headquarters at the Lord 
Baltimore / 

Mr. SurtNne. I am really not certain whether I did or not, because 
I made, like I say, several trips over there more or less on errands 
to and from the Butler headquart rs, and it is possible that I did 
but Iam not positive of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now I would like you to reflect a moment on that. 
That would be a transaction vou would be likely to remember. Yo 


ret a check or some money from somebody and vou take it ovel 


ge 
Baltimore, if you did take it over, and you would clive it to somebody 
If vou did that, wouldn't you remember it 
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Mr. Surine. I had nothing to do—I never received any check from 
anybody, Mr. McDermott. I know I did several err: ands during that 
one week when I was tr: aveling between here and Baltimore exten- 
sively, I did several errands in carrying of envelopes over to the head- 
quarters or picking up material from the headquarters, at the same 
time I was picking up these ¢ ‘ards. 

Mr. McDermorr. From whom would you receive those envelopes 
that you would deliver to headquarters 

Mr. Surtne. On one occasion from the Lees and ona couple of occa- 
sions, I think, from Miss Kerr. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those were sealed envelopes, were they, addressed 
to the Butler campaign headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Surine. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now did you participate in the raising of any 
funds for the campaign of John Marshall Butler ? 

Mr. Surtnr. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know Alfred Kohlberg ? 

Mr. Surtne. I have met him once or twice; yes, sir. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Did you have any conversation with him or par- 
ticipate in any conversation with him with reference to the campaign 
contributions to the — campaign ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. No, si 

Mr. McDermorrt. Did you ever handle a check, a photo copy of 
which has been identified in the record of this subcommittee as exhibit 
No. 11. it being a check in the amount of $500 drawn on the Manufaec- 
turers Trust Co. of New York, payable to the — Marshall Butler 

campaign committee in the amount of—drawn by Alfred Kohlberg, 
in the amount of $500? Did you ever have occasion to handle that 
check, to your best recollection ; 

Mr. Surtne. I am positive of that. The reason I say no, sir, I don’t 
recollect any check—I handled no checks at all. The only time or 
the times when I met Alfred Kohlberg were in the spring and sum- 
mer of 1950, at which time I talked to him very briefly relative to 
his knowledge of the background of the Institute of Pacitie Relations. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall having any conversation with him 
in person or te ‘lephone during the : 50-day per iod preceding the general 
election in 1950? 

Mr. Surine. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you present in the office of Senator Me- 
Carthy when, according to earlier testimony given to this subeom- 
mittee, a check for 35,000 was made available for Butler campaign 
purposes by Alvin Bentley ? 

Mr. Surine. I was not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Bentley any of the 
phases of thiscampaign or his contribution to it 4 , 

Mr. Surine. No. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. You had no contact with him of any kind? 

Mr. Surtne. In fact, it wasn’t until after the election that I learned. 
I think it was election night, I heard through talk that he had con- 
tributed a substantial amount to the campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now I believe that you had regular and rather 
frequent dealings with the Lees with reference to this post-card trans- 
action: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct, yes, sir. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did they ever describe to you the manner in 
which this project was being financed or where those funds came from ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. No. Well, only to this extent, Mr. McDermott: In 
talking with them in my contacts with them I understood Mrs. Lee had 
set up a special bank account, I don’t know what bank, and that they 
were accounting for the mechanical operation in try ing to vet the cards 
started, and they also had to keep a running account of the expenses, 
as I understood it. 

Mr. McD: RMOTT, Where did you understand this money came from 
that Mrs. Lee used to open that special account / 

Mr. Surine. I did not know. 

Mr. MceDermorr. Didn't it appear unusual to you that Mrs. Lee, a 
resident of the District of Columbia, and her husband, a resident of 
the District of Columbia, would have a special account from which 
they were making special disbursements for the Calpalen of the sen 
atorial candidate from the State of Maryland / 

Mr. Surtne. No, because I have never taken part in any kind of 
political campaign, frankly. While I was with the Bureau from 1939 
to 1950, as I told vou, there I had never had anything to do with poli 
tics, and I just didn’t question it in my mind, frankly, about it. 

Mr. McD; rMoTT. Now prior to the oceasion ot your visit to Balti 
more on Sunday, November 5, and the incident of the early morning of 
November 6, had vou had any contact with William Fedder? 

Mr. Surtne. I had had a very brief contact with William Fedder. 
It was a time when I took a load in my car of these blue—this blue 
folder. 

Mr. McDermorr. The Butler Story, I think they called it. 

Mr. SURINE. Yes. I made two trips over to his business establish 
ment, and on the first trip over there I came in and asked where to 
leave the material. I understood it Was voing to be or he was sup 
posed to distribute it with | tabloid. On that one trl] i met Fedder. 
I don’t think he even asked me my hame at that time, ] just said I was 
over here with this material in my ear. 

le directed me to go down 1n back of his business establishment 
nd two of his emplovees opened up a back doo and had ah elevator 
and they unloaded my car. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was several days prior or a few days prior 
fo your \ isit of Sunday, November 5: is that right / 

Mir. Surtne. I would estimate it was possibly Wednesday or Thurs 
aav or I: riday. 

Mr. Mik DerMorr. Now vou understood that these blue pampl lets 
were To be distributed W ith the trbloid. Who gave vou that informa 


/ 
On 


Mr. Surtne. In my brief conversation with Mr. Fedder he stated 
hat he was waiting for these pamphlets in order to put ioe 

or insert them with these tabloids, 

Mr. MceDermorr. Now had you had any prior information or 
knowledge of the tabloid / 

Mr. Surtne. Not as such. T have not read the tabloid actually in 
letail, J Mla have furnished mformation, I know on a couple of 
eeasions Miss Kerr asked me to find certain spots in the Tydings’ 
earines that I could reeall. IT think your famous phrase, Thank 


] 


vou, sir” and another one dealing with the Ted Geiger case I think 


as been mentioned. I don’t waht to open up the facts in this con 
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mittee, but there were, I would say, three or four spots in the testi- 
mony in the Tydings committee that I did furnish to Miss Kerr. 

There were also—I had tried to build in my investigation pictures 
of various persons whom we were investigating, I was investigating, 
Including vour Remington, Jessup, and others. as well as Lattitmore, 
and I know I turned over some of those pictures that I had built from 
newspapers, and so forth, to Miss Kerr. 

Mr. MceDermorr. So T understand that you did then some research 
work in eons with the preparation of material for the tabloid 


-_ that vou, at Miss Kerr's request, made available that material and 
some photogr: ne hs that were subsequently used in the tabloid; is that 
right 


Mr. Surtne. Yes: like T say, I think that some of the photographs 
I furnished, not all of them, but some of them that were pictures on 
that one page if you have a copy of the tabloid there, I might be 
able to point out exactly which ones I recall getting from my files. 

But they were pictures of what I would call the various subjects 
that had been mentioned. 

Mi McDermorr. Now in connection with that activity did you 
receive all of your instructions from Miss Kerr or did you discuss this 
project with : mvone else / 

Mr. Surtne. I didn’t discuss the a with anvone else. As near 
as Lean recali any conversation with Miss Kerr on that, it wasn’t clear 
in my mind whether she was getting it for her own research or who she 
Was getting it for. That is the extent of my contact, vou might say, 
what I beheve went into the tabloid. 

Mr. McDermorr. IT now hand you a copy of the tabloid titled 
“From the Record.” which has been prviously identified as exhibit No. 
1 in the reeord of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Surtne. Uh-huh. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you tell us which of those pages you 
obtained at Miss Kerr’s request 

Mr. Surtyr. She asked me if IT had pictures of any of these people 
that had been named by Senator McC arthy before the Tydings com 
mittee and in lookin rover this group | be lie ‘ve this pic ture on Service, 
the one on Haldore Hanson. the one on Bill Remington, Gustave 
Duran, and Lattimore—the particular pose of Philip Jessup and Dean 
Acheson Iam not familiar with. 

I also previously—theyv were in my files—this picture of this noto- 
rious group—Philip Jaffe, Mrs. Jaffe, Owen Lattimore, Mrs. Latti- 
more, and T. A. Bisson, and an unknown Chinese woman there has 
been intensive investigation to identify. That picture was used by 
Senator McCarthy and that was also turned over to her. 

Mr. McDermorr. So the pictures which you have identified from 
looking at exhibit No. 1 are the pictures whic h you obtained from your 
files in the office of Senator McCarthy and you turned them over to 
Miss Kerr: is that correct ? 

Mr. Surine. Yes. 

Mr. McD: RMOTT. Were those oloss print of those photographs? 

Mr. Surtne. No. All I had is a collection of files for pctures to go 
back over to the Library of Congress. They were newspaper pic tures 
that had either appeared during the course of the hearing—now, this 
Gustave Duran picture is one that was obtained fin: ally through confi- 
dential sources abroad. 
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That picture Gustave Duran would like to destroy every one of 
them that are in existence today, and that picture was a picture which 
originated, as I understand it, in a newspaper or book that was pub- 
lished during the time Gustave Duran was active with the C ne 
and Loyalist forces in Spain, that would be during the period of 1937, 
| believe, but most of them, with the exception of the Duran picture, 
were just newspaper pictures, and in fact this Service picture, I re- 
member that somebody had sent it in with some old newspaper clip- 
pings during the time we got such a huge amount of mail from people 
all over the United States as well as the world, furnishng us informa- 
tion, leads, and tips on these individuals. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you recognize those pictures as appeared 1 
the tabloid as copies of the pictures which you made available to Mis 
Kerr / 

Mr. Surte. Yes. 

Mr. McDermworr. On the mght of Friday, November 5, were you 
with Mr. Kiermas when he delivered to Mr. Fedder at the poli 6 ¢€ 
trance to the Senate Office Building here in Washington certain 
cards and an undetermined number of stamps 4 

Mr. Surtne. I don’t know whether you would deseribe it 
with him. Imight explain that. I recall it. 

L had gotten back from a trip of mailing post cards over in Balti- 
more, and as I came through the police entrance to enter the building, 
the doors being locked in the Senate Office Building, [ saw Ray Kier- 
mas with two men across the street talking, with his car. And I 
walked over and said, “Hi, Ray”, and he Col tinned Us alka Ines, or they 
were unloading at that time cards into another car, which I presume 
was Fedder’s, and within 2 minutes or 3 minutes this fellow Fedder, 
who we would know now as Fedder, left and we went back into the 
building. 

L believe at that time—I am not sure—I believe I said “Hello” to 
Mr. Fedder, and LI still don’t think he knew my hame, because [ had 
never introduced myself, and I was not at that time introduced. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Now prior to that time had you been aware that 
Mr. Kiermas was also working on this post-card project ¢ 

Mr. Surrnr. Well, I presumed he was, but I didn’t of my own 
knowledge know. There were a lot of the people in the office as well 
as volunteers. What I mean by a “lot’”—this:project of addressing 
cards was a big thing, and I know on a couple of occasions I think I 
addressed possib ly a total of two or three hundred cards mivse lf. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be in the office here in Washington ? 

Mr. Surtne. Well, it was in either my home or in the office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else on the staff at any time participated 
this post-card project ? You have identified Miss Kerr, and Mr. Kier- 
mas testified, Mr. Moore testified. 

Mr. SURINE. Ewell Moore, of course, he worked on the post-card 
project. I would imagine that of my own knowledge. I know Mr. 
Greeley on one occasion told me he was addressing cards on the 
thing, and I think one of the girls who is no longer with us, she left, 
she is married, one of the stenographers also, T talked to her one time, 
[ believe I did anyway, I think it was her, said she and hei husband 
had been addressing cards at home. 

Mr. McDermorr. As I understand it, this post-card transaction was 
a kind of staff project :is that correct ¢ 





656 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Surtne. No, that is incorrect. The project itself was operated 
by the Lees. I wasn’t here when they testified the other day, but they 
had contacted a good many volunteers, I don’t know, I understood 
it was a good many people, a good many of them were poor people, 
and that the bulk of the ad lressing of cards were being done under 
their supervision, so that the ade lressing of cards, 1 know that I did, 
and that I know from conversation with Doris Stang, I think that 
is her last name, it may be incorrect spelling, she is no longer with us, 
but they were addressing to help out the project. 

Mr. McDermorr. What had been your prior contact with Mr. Lee, 
Mr. Surine?) When did you first meet him / 

Mr. Surine. Prior to this? 

Mr. McDermorr. Prior to the post-card transaction. 

Mr. Surine. I had heard about Bob Lee but had not met him until 
this post-card project. 

Mr. MeDermorr. You had no conversations with him at any time 
prior to these few days immediately prior to November 7, 1950, elec- 
tion; isthat right ! 

Mr. Surine. No, I had no—as far as I can remember, I have not 
had any contact, had not had any conversation with Bob Lee until 
that, what is it, LO days or whenever it was, 10 days to 2 weeks before 
November gi 

I had heard of Bob Lee because he had been in the bureau working 
in the chief clerk’s office, and through the grapevine of the bureau, 
while I was still in it, I had understood he had resigned from the 
bureau and was working at a position in the House Office Building. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you go to oe with Mr. Kiermas the 
night of Sunday, Nove mber 5, at about 8 p. m. or thereabouts ¢ 

Mr. Surine. As near as I can—it was dso afternoon—as near as I 
remember, [ went over to Baltimore: yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was in your car / 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. MeDermorr. And Mr. Kiermas went with you? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at whose suggestion or request was that trip 
made ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. On Sunday afternoon at about 12 or 1 o'clock, as near 
as I can recall, IT had gotten back from Baltimore, having taken 
another batch of finished cards, where IT mailed them, and Ray Kier- 
mas called me and asked me if I would be willing to go over to Balti- 
more or would go with him to meet William Fedder. 

Ray Kiermas told me that he was leaving that same day or even- 
ing to go to Milwaukee, and that he wanted me to meet Fedder, he 
Wi anted to tell William Fedder that I would more or less have to take 
over the Fedder situation of getting out the 50 post cards and stamps. 

Mr. McDermorr. So it was at Mr. Kiermas’ request that you went to 
Baltimore on the afternoon—— 

Mr. Surine. Yes. We got—if you want to continue a narrative 
here—we got to Baltimore, as near as I recall, about 3:30 or 4 o'clock 
Sunday afternoon of November 5. On arrival in Baltimore, Ray 
stopped at a pay phone and called Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that a restaurant / 

Mr. Surtne. Where that call was made, no; it was immediately as 
we got into the city of Baltimore. And Ray told—I wasn’t in the 
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phone booth, but, as I understood, he made an appointment with 
Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where were you to meet Mr. Fedder / 

Mr. Surine. Ultimately we met Mr. Fedder at the intersection of 
Twenty-fifth and St. Paul Streets. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you recall about what time that was 

Mr. Surtne. I think it would be accurate on my part to state if 
would be some time between 3:30 and 4:30 p.m. 

Mr. MceDrermorr. In the afternoon. Now at that time was you 
discussion with Mr. Fedder about the progress he was making on the 
addressing of these post cards ¢ 

Mr. Surrne. Yes. The first part of the conversation, which I was 
not immediately present in the first 5 or 10 minutes, in this restaurant 
after Kedder had gotten there, we all ordered cottee, and | excused 
niyself to go up to the counter and pick up the coffee and at the same 
time, after bringing the coffee over to the table, I believe I went 
over and bought a magazine, and 1 am not too positive just what it 
was, but in any event, | know the first part I was not present, and I 
would say for a period of 3 or 4 minutes. Anyway, when I returned 
to the table, I overheard Ray and Bill Kedder talking about the post 
card project and also the quality of the project. 

I remember one point being discussed distinctly, to make sure that 
those people who were addressing the cards, that the same handw Mit 
neg should also be on the card that had the address and the little 
short message. I think that was discussed with Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. You met Fedder on the corner but this conver 
sation did take place in a restaurant; is that right / 

Mr. SurtNe. In the restaurant; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, were you present when Mr. Kiermas gave 
Mr. Fedder a check for $500 on the occasion of that visit 

Mr. SURINE. | don’t recall directly obser\ Ing him actually pass the 
check, but | remember that right after this conversation Fedder met 
tioned this, thanked Ray for coming over to pas him this cheek, ana 
it was right after that when there was a discussion had. Fedder me: 
tioned that he thought it might be difficult to have—to keep sole Of 
his oirls operating addressing cards in order to complete the project 
Iy the deadline by 7orsS a.m. Monday morning. 

In any event, it was during that time when there was a discussioi 
ilso about whether or not if an additional bonus could be paid, would 


that help persuade some of Fedder’s crews to continue working. 

Mr. McDermorr. So a bonus—you did hear a discussion of a bonus 
betweell Mr. Kuiermas and Mr. Fedder on this occasion / 

Mr. Surine. Yes; I am not familiar with the exact terms of the 


bonus. 

Mr. McDermorr. While you may not have seen the actual passing of 
the check, you were aware that Mr. Kiermas had given Mr. Fedder a 
check in the amount of S500; is that right ? 

Mr. Surine. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. After this meeting did you drive to a residence 
on Lorraine Avenue, Mrs. Halley's house, from the restaurant ? 

Mr. Surine. Yes. I might say prior to leaving the restaurant Ray 
Kiermas then told Fedder or indicated to Fedder that he was going 
to have to leave and goto Milwaukee that meht and that hereafter Bill 
Kedder would deal with me as far as contacts and calls. 
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So at the restaurant I talked with Fedder about when he would 
have his first large batch completed. He indicated to me it would 
be about 11:30 to midnight that same night. IL also discussed with him 
the problem of mailing the cards, and as I indicate in my testimony 
yesterday, the problem of what time, how long it would be between, 
say, 11:30 and when should another round be made to pick up the 
cards, as they were completed, and when a third and fourth round 
in order to get the cards out and not have them mailed in a large 
batch in the post office. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. Now, how long did you spend in the 
restaurant during the course of all this conversation ¢ 

Mr. Surrne. As near as I can recall, 45 minutes, maybe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during this time—this was your first visit 
of any substance with Mr. Fedder; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Surrne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. At this time did you identify yourself to Mr. Ved: 
der any further or tell him whom you represe ‘nted or who you were? 

Mr. Surtne. I did not. I told him my name, and he did not ask 

1e aay further questions. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Lsee. Now, you state that vou left the restaurant 
then and went to a house on Lorraine Avenue: is that correct 2 

Mr. Surtne. May I bring in one other point that I think has been 
mentioned. Mr. Fedder discussed with me when I was talking with 
him. he discussed with me the fact that he had scattered these cards 
and stamps to different homes and places and that in our arrangements 
later in the evening he asked if [ were familiar with the city of Bal- 
timore. I said as far as your main streets, a good many of them, I 
was, and told him at that time that I had previously worked in Bal- 
timore for the FBI. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did vou tell him that you were then or indicate or 
infer to him that you were then with the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation ? 

Mr. Surtne. I did not. I clearly pointed out—— 

Mr. McDermorr. But you did mention the FBI and your previous 
employment ¢ 

Mr. Surine. At that time, telling him that because I had worked 

Baltimore I was somewhat familiar with the various areas of the 
city. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, how much time had you spent in Baltimore 
with the Federal Bureau—approximately 5 years: wasn’t it / 

Mr. Surine. About four and a half to 5 years; ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. During the course of that rather substantial period 
of time you became quite familiar with the city of Baltimore; didn’t 
you! 

Mr. Surtne. Especially the downward area, what we would call 
that area bordered by North Avenue and down where your Emerson 
Hotel area—— 

Mr. McDermorr. You would be able to find any given address in 
the city of Baltimore with considerable facility; wouldn't you? 

Mr. Surtne. Not any given address, I am not familiar with all the 
streets, but Tam familiar with the main—like Liberty Heights or Lib- 
erty Heights Avenue, and Garrison Avenue, North Avenue, and most 
of the main areas, 
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As farasa eiven address or street, 1f it happened to be a street that 
[ had either talked to somebody on or been on, | would have remem- 
bered it, naturally. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your 5 years, or four and a half years, there gave 
vou a knowledge of the main streets, is that correct / 

Mr. Surrne. That is correct; ves, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did you then drive from the restaurant to a 
resident on Lorraine Avenue / 

Mr. Surrne. Yes, we drove over. That is located, from where we 
were at Twenty-fifth and St. Paul, that is located approximately 10 
to 12 blocks from the restaurant where we were. 

Mr. McDermorr. In whose car did you make that trip ? 

Mr. MURINE. | believe we rode in Fedde r’s Car Ove! there. 

Mr. Mi 11 RMOTT, a hat Was Mr. Kedder, Ki rinas, and Vou! self, al 

is anvone else ar colMpanving Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Yes: he had an elderly man with 
ntroduce this man, but from conversation wit] 


? 


him, and » didn’t 
is his father. 
Mr. McDermorr. Now when vou got to this house on Lor 

ue. Who went 1n the house there 
Mr. Surtne. Bill Fedder asked us to come in becau 

this is Mrs.—I guess her name is Halley; I don’t rec 


/ 


now—but anyway, she was a pers lat was working 
The three of us went in and Bi ‘odder introduced 
were there about 10 minutes, during which time Fe 
her. | thi k, in the back ot the house al (| brous ht O1 
uvds, and ] recall Ray Kiermas looking over the earcls. 
Mr. McDrermorr. Now, at about this time the 
were beginning to assume command in t 
of Mr. Kiermas’ intended departure for Milwaukee: 
Mr. Surtne. Yes: that is correct. 
Mr. Mi DerMorr. And on the occa ion oft vou \ iS] 


Ouse ON that evening a d you have any cliscussion 


he post CH 


or With her with respect to the progress of work 
proceeding less rapidly than you had hoped 

Mr. si RINE. | don’t recall any conversatio a ne la pine, Mr. 
MeDermott. Like I said. I stood in her front room—it is a row hous 
| don't recall specifically why ce nversation. ‘| he only th nk | re 
her sayin 

S neighbors in the same block. 

McDermorr. Now after vou picked up the finished card 

Mr. Halley’s house, did Mr. Fedder suggest that you pick up 

irds at that time? 

Mr. Surtne. As near as I can recall, Mr. McDermott. there was 


/ 


ris that she h vl passed out some ecards ancl st ups tO Nels 


0 conversation about picking up any additional cards at that time 
nasmuch as I do recall Mr. Kiermas stating to me, Ray Kiermas 
iting fo me, on the way over that he wanted to rel back to Washing 


on as soon as possible. 
Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Kiermas was anxious to get back to catch 
plane: is that meht ? 
Mr. Surtne. Yes. 
Mr. McDermorr. Before you departed from Baltimore to return 
Mr. Kiermas to Washington for that purpose you made some arrange 


670—51 13 
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ments with Mr. Fedder to return or have someone return later that 
night to pick up additional cards; is that correct 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. After we left Lorraine Avenue and were driving 
back to pick up my car, when we returned to Washington, that was 
when Fedder brought up the question several times about the fact 
that he did not see why we wanted to take the trouble of picking 
up the cards and mailing them, carrying them, and also that he 
stated he had some sort of contact in the post office where they would 
get expeditious handling. 

We had quite a discussion along that line, which culminated in a 
conversation to the effect that under no circumstances was he to mail 
any cards; that we desired to pick them up and count them ourselves. 
There was additional conversation, of course, about the arrangements 
during the night when, like I say, when the next various deliveries 
would be, the pick-ups at the different places, and Mr. Fedder gave 
me his home telephone number as we got out of his car. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Surine, you in your testimony, in your pre- 
pared statement, and twice this morning you have made specific and 
repeated reference to the fact that your arrangements contemplated 
at least three independent and separate pick-ups at these various 
homes, and you have them scheduled in your prepared statement at 
certain hours, the sehedule, of course, naturally taking the entire 
period from midnight until dawn, 

Mr. Surrne.: Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now I understand, do I, that these arrangements 
were made on the occasion of your conversation that early evening 
at the restaurant and were renewed or reviewed prior to your depar- 
ture from Baltimore that night? 

Mr. Surtwe. Well, it is my specific recollection there was conver- 
sation outlining that general pli in at both places, in the restaurant and 
also as we were winding up to go back to Washington, between Lor- 
raine Avenue, driving from Lorraine Avenue back to our car, which 
was parked near Twenty-fifth and St. Paul. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you were in Mrs. Halley's house talking to 
her, was there any suggestion she was developing a lack of enthusiasm 
for the work and might not continue to work throughout the night? 

Mr. Surtne. I think as near as I can remember, there was this con 
versation between them, I think, Bill Fedder asked her about it and 
mentioned ne to the effect that there would be a bonus forth 
coming if they were able to complete whatever cards, number of 
cards, he had left there. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you returned to Washington with Mr. 
Kiermas from Baltimore, I assume you made arrangements with him 
to go to the airport, and then what did you do? 

Mr. Surrne. I went to my home and ate dinner and returned back 
downtown at about 9 o’clock. IT guess we arrived back in Washington, 
oh, I think we arrived back in Washington, as close as I can remem 
ber, between 6:30 and 7 o’clock. 

I returned downtown again about 9, and there I made arrange- 
ments and called the Lees and reported to the Lees what the plans 
were for the evening, and then I made several rounds—that is, I made 
plans to go out by the Lee’s house and pick up any finished cards later 
in the evening, so that when I returned back to Baltimore we could 
mail those. 
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(At this point Senator Gillette left the room. ) 

Mr. Mc DrerMort?, When did you contact Ewell Moore and George 
Nilles ¢ 

Mr. SURINE. | called i well } ‘loore from my home, and he said he 
was on his way to the oflice. Il went to the oftice, arrived there, and— 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be Senator McCarthy's office here 
n the Senate Office Building ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Yes, and I asked or explained to Ewell what I planned 
io do, it was more or less an all-night operation, and asked 


he would he willing to go over to Baltimore and contact B iI 
! 


md pick up the first group of cards at around 11:30 I th 
ioned to him 11:30 or 12 o’clock 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicate that vou asked, in your prepared 

itement, you say you asked Ewell Moore and George Nilles tl 
were voing to Balti imore. 

Mr. Surrne. Later George Nilles, who was a vo 

well ap ew had asked him—anyway, they 
; lained ; un when | found out hat (reorve Ni 
Ewell eee I eet the time to explain to George 
arrangements that we made, and I stressed with him the fact 
under no circumstances—that agreement— under no circumstances w: 
Mr. Fedder to vet credit for cards which he allegedly mailed or whi 
he was nol supposed lo mail. 

I also at that time expressed the opinion, which I felt was honest, 
that they should watch the operation quite closely and make sure to 
count the cards as accurately as possible, inasmuch as I felt that 1 was 
responsible for the S500 in stan ps and the S500 check that had pre 
viously been advanced. 

Mr. McDermorr. On that occasion vou asked th volunteer, Georg 
Nilles. to go ove with Ewell Moore: did you! 

Mr. Scrine. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. What prior contact had you 
project ¢ mad he been work ne on it previously or WV 
ontact with him ¢ 

Mir. SURINE. No. Several davs before that I had met G oree Nilles 
and that was when he was working addressing the Butler post eards 

Mr. McDerno1 r Now. | believe you sugg sted to Mr. Moors 
Mr. Nilles that they vo over to Baltimore about 11:50. Was 

ntention at that time that vou were also going to go over to Balt 

Mr. SURINE. | explained to them what t he plan Wis for the ¢€ 

id told them that I had to make some other rounds over here 
up ca rds that were finished and probab ly 1 would arrive in Baltimore 
ibout 2 hours after they did and that I suggested to them, as I ng 
they would be with Bill Fedder, that my arrival time would be } 
sibly 1:30 or 2 a. m. in the morning and that the four of us hou 
el together and nié tybe | havea bite to eat, which would eive us another 


our, say if it was Z o'clock when we finally ate, and that would make 


y as 


time for the second round at around 3 o’clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where did vou arrange to meet them ? 

Mr. SURINE, I told them that if they arrived in Baltimore at about 
L1:30 to midnight and had to make some rounds with Bill Fedder to 
nese up cards, that I would meet them in the post office on my arrival 
there, 
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Mr. McDermorr. And did you subsequently meet them at the post 
office in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Surtne. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. About what time was that, Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Surtnr. As near as I can estimate it, it would be 1:30 to 2 a. m. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be the early morning of Monday 
November 6? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr,. Now when you met them, was Mr. Fedder alone 
with Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes, when I arrived, I parked in front of the post 
oflice and looked around to see if I could see Ewell’s car. I spotted 
it, got out of my car, walked into the post office, and in the main lobby 
was Ewell Moore, George Nilles, and Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. What discussion did you have with him at that 
time ? 

Mr. Surinr. When I got on the scene there, they were talking, I 
don’t know what about, and I greeted them all, including Fedder, and 
T think T made inquiries as to how they were coming, how many cards 
they had mailed, and as near as I recall, the figure of 5,000 was men- 
tioned. 

We talked for possibly a few minutes, I am not certain now, just 
a minute or two there, what we were talking about, whether it was 
2 question of where to eat, the four of us. but at about that time, after 
T talked just for a very few minutes, Bill Fedder then said to me 
that he had gotten tired of waiting for Ewell Moore and George Nilles 
to arrive and that he had already mailed a batch of between twenty 
and thirty thousand cards. 

My first reaction was, I said, “Well. wait just a minute,” and T left 
and went up to the night window. Now, as I understood, where I 
had been delivering cards for the previous days, mailing them, their 
shifts were broken up from 4 to 12, 12 to 7, I think, but in any event, I 
went to the night window and talked to the man there and asked 
him whether or not a large batch of cards had been mailed by Fedder. 

I pointed out—I don’t know the fellow’s name, whoever it was, but 
I rang the window and asked if he recognized if that man had mailed 
a large batch of cards. 

I returned and then TI conversed with Fedder along the line, one, 
that no cards apparently had been mailed. I also pointed out to him 
again our specific agreement and understanding the day before and 
that in any event he would not get credit for the cards that he had 
just claimed he had mailed and would be accountable for the stamps 
that he had been given for those cards. 

Shortly after that, he admitted, he said along these lines, as I recall. 
he specifically stated to me, he said, “Well, Don, I lied, I have lied to 
vou on this, and I am sorry.” 

I asked him why he had lied and that didn’t he realize that in lying 
he was also getting the benefit of between two and three hundred 
dollars in stamps? He said, yes, and that was when he brought in the 
fact that he had a family and children to support and that he felt 
that the Butler headquarters would not miss that amount of money. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he indicate to ‘you at that time or was there 
any indication to you at that time that he had previously given that 
information to Mr. Kiermas and Mr. Moore ? 


? 
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Mr. Surtne. ‘To Mr. Kiermas 
Mr. McDermorr. And Mr. Moore. 
Mr. Surine. Kiermas wasn’t there. 
Mr. McDermorr. Excuse me. Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore. 
Mr. Surtne. No, there was no indication about it. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did they tell you how long they had been waiting 
for you at the post oflice ¢ 
Mr. SuRINE. Apparently they had been in the post office, they had 
just finished mailing and counting cards and possibly been talking 
there for a matter of 10 minutes or just a few minutes anywal. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did they tell you what they had 
about ¢ 
Mr. Surine. Not at that time, no. 
Mr. McDermorr. Now during that discussior 
th re in the post oflice, did that take pl ice In approxim: 
of the lobbv or was that near one of the entrances 
Mr wl RINE. As near as | recall, it was on a land 
a very large lobby, and you have a series of about two o1 
Ings. AS Vou Zo mto the lobby. And we were stand 
land rs, Whi el) would be your steps out. 
Mr. McDermorr. Now was there 
versation of the letter of fuaranty tha 
Kedder guaranteeing payment for all print 
Mir. SurtNe. Not at that time, no, sir. 


Mr. McDermorr. Had there been ai 


URINE. I ha 

cha lk tter, 

Mr. McDermorr. Did 
existence ot such letter ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. No, sir 

Mr. McDermorr. 

Police Department ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I have met him, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And in connection with ° 
bureau you had occasion to meet him and work 

Mr. Surtne. I had met him only very briefh 
Most of the time I worked with his men. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is his position and 

Mr. Surtne. | think he is either chief inspector or « 
tives. I don’t know the exact nomenclature of his positio 

Mr. McDermorr. But he is identified generally with the detective 
bureaus: is that right? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And in that conversation with Mr. Fedder there 
at the post office or any time subsequently did you refer to your know]- 
edge of or friendship with Captain Criss? 

Mr. Surine. I did not. 

(Senator Hendrickson returns to the room.) 

Mr. McDermorr. You at no time mentioned Captain Criss in any 
conversation with Mr. Fedder 2 

Mr. Surine. That is correct. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did you at any time make any suggestion that 
Capti ain Criss was a friend of yours and he would take care of Mr, 
Fedder ? 

Mr. Surtne. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any demand to Mr. Fedder on that 
occasion that he return to you this Butler letter of guaranty ? 

Mr. Surrnr. What time? 

Mr. McDermorr. At the occasion of this conversation in the post 
office at about 1: 30 to 2 a.m. on November 6, 1950. 

Mr. Surtner. At no time did I demand that he return this letter 
which he mentioned he had gotten. The only time that I even dis- 
cussed the letter was after he had related—that was when I first knew 
about the existence of the letter, was when Bill Fedder in this Thomp- 
son’s Restaurant which we had gone over to to get coffee—he began to 
tell us about the fact of his other problems ap yparently and in the 
course of that he mentioned having called Mr. Butler or Senator 
Butler at sometime in the late hours of some night and had, I think he 
mentioned that Butler had promised to send him a letter, Senator 
Butler, some sort of a letter of guaranty. 

That was at Thompson’s Restaurant. The only time that I dis- 
cussed that letter at all later after he had told me that was in this all- 
night restaurant, which has been called Orey’s Restaurant. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you suggest to him at that time that he 
should return the letter to you or to anyone else? 

Mr. Surrne. My conversation and the tone of it was Fedder had, of 
course, taken the attitude that he was sorry that he had lied to us, 
and that he wanted to more or less straighten the whole matter out, 
and after he had mentioned to me that he had been paid between 
fifteen and sixteen thousand dollars and that he nanaitle owed a re- 
fund back to the Butler headquarters, I think I casually mentioned in 
Orey’s Restaurant to him, I said something along these lines, “Bill, as 
long as you are trying to straighten the matter out, of what value is 
a letter to you? Why don’t you go ahead and return it to Senator 
Butler”—or something to that effect. And I recall it was such an 
insignificant item that I didn’t even include it in the summary memo- 
randum I prepared on November 9. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, prior to that time had it been suggested to 
you by anyone that you i ain the return of that letter? 

Mr. Surtne. Absolutely not. I did not even know of the existence 
of the letter until Bill Fedder had told me about it, or mentioned 
getting a letter in Thompson’s Restaurant. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Surine, I understand that from the post office 
you went to Thompson’s Restaurant, and then you—— 

Senator Hrenprickson. Mr. McDermott, are you talking about the 
letter now, or the statement ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No; we were talking, Senator, about the Butler 
letter of guaranty. 

Senator Henprickson. I am sorry. I had to be absent for awhile. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is perfectly all right. 

You went to Thompson’s Restaurant, I believe, and then you started 
on this round picking up cards; is that right? 

Mr. Surtner. What preceded that, I would say this, I think it should 
be made clear that I was tired myself. Ewell Moore, and I think all 
of us were tired, and my reaction to the situation was, when Fedder 
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told me that he had lied and tried to cheat the headquarters, and also 
mentioned that he thought that his girls would not be able to com- 
plete the job, my reaction was first one of disappointment, and then 
[ discussed with Bill whether or not there was any chance at all, in 
pite of what he had done or attempted to do, of getting out any 
ubstantial number, or substantially any more cards the rest of the 
ight. 

Bill Fedder stated that he thought that he would not be able to do 
o, but that nevertheless he felt there were some homesthat he had not 
visited in his last trip were there would be some cards completed. So 
that we had discussed with him the problem of how we were going to 
ye able to pick up the stamps. I felt that I had to account for them, 
ind also to turn back this check, which Bill Fedder felt he was not 

ntitled to, in view of the developments. 

Mr. McDermorr. ‘That was—— 

Mr. Surine. That was prior to, as we were on our way over to 
fhompson’s Restaurant. We were in Thompson’s Restaurant, as near 
is Lean recall, the length of time it would take to have a cup of coffee 
ind talk for a period of possibly 15, 20, or 30 minutes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where was Mr. Fedder’s car parked at this time, 
do you know ? 

Mr. Surtne. His car was parked in that block in which the Emerson 
Hotel is located. He was parked across the street. It is a one-way 
street, Calvert Street there, and he was parked across the street from 
the ~ ae Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, after you left Thompson’s, then the work 

head of you was the visiting of these several homes to pick up the ad- 
dressed cards and unused stamps and cards; is that right? 

Mr. Surtne. ‘That is correct, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Whose car did you take on that drive? 

Mr. Surrne. I drove my cat 

Mr. McDermorr. What kind of a car is that, Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Surtne. It is a 1949 black Chevrolet five-passenger one: 

Mr. McDermorr. Did it carry Maryland license plates 

Mr. Surtne. Yes, it carried Maryland license plates. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the four of you went on that trip, is that 
right? 

Mr. Surrne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, at whose suggestion did you take your car? 

— Surrner. I am not certain as to whether there was any specific 
suggestion. JT imagine it was myself, as we left the post office my car 
was out front. and Bill Fedder had mentioned this Thompson’s Res- 

aurant as still being, you know, open, and I said, “Well, let’s all go 
over and have a cup of coffee, and leave from there and go on out and 
pick up these cards.” 

So we walked out, got in the car, and drove to Thompson’s Restau- 
rant. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were not familiar with the place, I believe 
vou testified earlier, or with the places that you had to visit or their 
locations, is that right? 

Mr. Surtnr. I had no knowledge as to where these houses were, 
where he had left these cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Fedder was the only man that had that infor- 
mation ? 
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Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he suggest that it would be better to take his 
ear, since he knew where he was going, or where he had to go? 

Mr. Surtne. No, there was no discussion of that whatsoever, as near 
as L can reeall, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, at this time then, as I understand from your 
testimony, When you started this round of the various homes it was 
about 2:30 a. m., was it? 

Mr. Surtne. That would be really hard to say. 

I would say that we left—let’s see—whatever length of time it 
would take, my rough estimate would be that it woul | not have been 
earlier than 23: 0, and it could ve ry easily have been 3 o'clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, at this time, being either late in the evening 
or early in the morning, whichever way you look at it, did Mr. Moore 
and Mr. Nilles suggest that it might be advisable for them to return 
to Washington ¢ 
, Mr. Surine. There was no conversation at all along that line. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were they tired? Did they make any complaint 
about being tired 2 

Mr. Surtne. Not a bit so, no. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you three gentlemen and Mr. Fedder started 
on a round of the various houses to pick up the cards, is that right? 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. I would like to say here at this time, 
like I say, Bill Fedder apologized very much, profusely, for the fact 
that he had lied. He said he understood that he had made a mistake, 
and we were, Well, I would say this, the feeling between the four of us, 
mee Fedder, was very cordial, because rf it was not, J don’t know 
why he kept relating about all his financial transactions. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, during that interval wasn’t the general sub- 
ject ot your discussion that. between the four of you?! 

Mr. SURINE. What. in the post office ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, and subsequent to that. 

Mr. Surtne. Later, after he hold me sufficient of his dealings with 
headquarters, I began to doubt whether or not he had, say, properly 
distributed some of the material. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Now, you are a trained investigator, Mr. 
Surine, and you undoubtedly qu estioned him rather intensive ‘ly about 
his dealings with this matter, and general dealings with campaign 
headk quarters, didn’t vou ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I did not question him intensely, because my purpose 
over there, the purpose for my questioning of him or talking to him 
about any other dealings he had with headquarters was just casual. 
I did not feel that it was my position at all to a I was not 
over there to investigate. and I did not feel it was even proper to, 
how would you « _ it, Investigate and tea very closely, like vou 
ordinarily would, 1 any one of us, including myself, were specifically 
assigned with + sole intention of investigating a man or anybody 
else. 

Mr. McDermorr. It was not so casual, though, Mr. Surine, that 
when you subsequen tly returned to W ashington you prepi ired a memo- 
randum to Senator McCarthy, and forwarded a copy of that memo- 
randum and a copy of the statement you obtained from Mr. Fedder 
to Mr. Butler at his law office in Baltimore? 
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Mr. Surtne. Mr. McDermott, on that question I would like to state 


t] at as well as being’ casual, 1t Was eood business sense, because l felt, 


that here was a man who had admitted trying to cheat the Butler 
headquarters on the cards, He had made certain adm SIONS whicl 
| think should be read and should be carefully CO! sidered. | felt that 


from a business point of view, if | knew those facts. that cert 


unty 
senator Butler. before paving off ANY additiona| ills, should he 


pl sed of w hint happe ! ec, ana the type of li 


had extensive dealings with. 

Vir. MceDrernmorr. I believe vo 
never met John Marshall Butler p 
Ir. Scurine. That is correct. 
Mr. McDermort 

} | 


\\ i . Ot hil Ve 


RINE, \ ~ . 
Lat \W 1] tlh} Fedde} 


rtainly had read 
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surface of it this committee, or the public at large, would not have to 
take my word for it, or anybody else, about any coercion, or that he 
signed the statement without knowing what was in it, because on the 
face of it he could be made out a liar. 

Mr. McDermorr. As a matter of fact, the preliminary statement 
Says: 

I, William Fedder, make this statement of my own free will, with no threats 
or promises having been made to me. 

Where is the original of that statement ? 

Mr. SurtNe. I have located the original, which the girl had put in 
my investigative files—not my investigative files, but the files which I 
maintain myself—and it is here. I would like to explain to the com- 
mittee here about this. I presume they have read my memorandum. 

He had mentioned that he had paid or promised to pay someone 
around the headquarters a bribe, as he called it, to be introduced to 
the proper people early in the campaign, so that he could get some 
contracts. 

He also, as you see there, I have tried to summarize, which I did on 
the 9th, November 9, as near as I could the oral statements which I 
thought would be important to the Butler campaign headquarters in 
any dealing or settlement with Fedder. 

At the time in this restaurant, in Orey’s, when I felt and mentioned 
to Bill Fedder, “I feel that some of this, or this situation should be 
put in writing, both for your protection, Bill Fedder, and for my own,” 
and I wrote this typical phraseology, item No. 1, to truthfully reflect 
that anything in this statement could not have been obtained by 
threats or promises, which was true, and primarily that the statement 
is the truth. 

After writing the opening phrase of that statement I explained to 
Fedder that that was the usual phraseology in taking a statement, and 
I passed it over to him and let him read it. 

At that point he stated that he did not desire to put in his oral state- 
ments anything about lying to us and attempting to defraud us or the 
Butler headquarters on the post card deal and other situations, without 
the advice of an attorney. 

Thereafter my purpose in writing this statement was in the nature— 
I felt that I had about a thousand dollars to account for, to be re- 
sponsible for, and I felt that it would be poor business if I returned 
back to the Rex Lees’, and state, “Well, the man admitted trying to he, 
and admitted trying tocheat us. Where are the stamps?” 

I would be asked that. “What did you do about the stamps,” and 
so forth. 

The only thing I felt that might be pertinent was his admissions 
or statements about the amount of money which he admits here in 
the statement he had been paid, with his statement that he felt that 
there was a refund due back to the headquarters on some items. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now, at that point, Mr. Surine, did Mr. 
Fedder advise you that there was then a balance owing to him, in his 
opinion, from the Butler Campaign Committee ? 

Mr. Surrve. Well, you saw the appearance of Bill Fedder before 
this committee. He first stated, as near as I recall, that night he first 
stated that they did not owe him a thing, that he owed them back a 


refund, and then later, when I was writing this statement out, line by 
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line, and passing it over to him, and having him read it or correct it, 
as you see here, why, then, he stated, well, they did owe him some- 
thing, and as you see in the latter part of that particular paragraph 
which deals with the question of refunds, he states as follows: 

I will give the Republican Committee a detailed statement, plus what credit 
s due back to them, after I have carefully figured the amount of refund to them. 


At the present time the record shows the Republican Committee owes me ap- 
proximately 


now that is his correction— 


Four thousand dollars, but I will substract from this the refund due on other 
tems, 

Mr. McDermorr. So you then, when you took that statement, you 
then knew Mr. Fedder’s position was that there was money owing to 
him from the Butler Campaign Committee. 

Mr. Surtne. This statement is his statement. I explained to Bill 
Fedder, and that is why the corrections were in there. I don’t know 

hether there was a refund. I have no knowledge of what he billed 
them or anything else. 

Mr. McDermorr. You referred in the opening paragraph of this 
statement to something, now, you don’t wis! 
mittee that the language of that statement is conclusive on the question 
of coercion or a voluntary statement ‘ 

Mr. Surtne. How do you mean that ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, you have certainly, in your experience 11 
the Bureau, and your experience in police work, you have cert: ainly 
had contacts with statements that contain that language that were 
not in fact voluntary statements, have vou not / 

Mr. Surrne. That were not voluntary / 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Surtner. Oh, no. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have never had? 

Mr. Surtne. No, I don’t think you will find—Mr. McDermott, 1] 
= n’t think you will find anyone who feels that the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation agents, in taking statements, ever use coercion, force, 
deidines or any evasive Ness, My eX} erience be fore Federal courts m 
various A ron of the country is, that even some of your best criminal 
lawyers, who have a habit of defending criminals, feel that statements 
being taken by Bureau agents are honest, and also reflect what the 
contents are truthfully. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, you got a wrong inference from my sug- 
or stion. I did not suggest th: at anv statements ts ake 1 by me smbers of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation were taken under duress. I know 
from personal exper ience that that is not the fac t. 

But in your work in the Bureau, and in your police work, that is 
necessarily involved in your Bureau work, you have seen situations 
where statements have been taken by others that contained this 
language ? 

Mr. Surtne. By others, I don’t know just what you mean. 

Mr. McDermorr. Other than Bureau agents. 

Mr. Surtne. I know in my own experience legally, at the time we 
vere sitting in Orey’s Restaurant, you must remember that Fedder 
had admitted what could be very easily an attempt to commit a crime 
to defraud. He had also admitted bribing somebody. He had also 


1 to suggest to this com 
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been very, very evasive on the distribution of other campaign mate- 
rial, It was my judgment that any statement that was against his 
interest, possibly from a criminal point of view, should be proper, and 
it was for that reason that that opening paragraph was put in there. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now, after you left Thompson’s Restau- 
rant, and you made a couple of calls at the homes of various workers, 
again the question of the return of the $500 check which had previously 
been given to Mr. Fed« ler by Mr. Kiermas arose, did it not? 

Mr. Surrine. When ? 

Mr. McDermorr. After you had made a couple of calls. I am just 
trying to move along here. 

Mr. Surnine. No. I will say this, at the post office, Mr. McDermott, 
5 the post oflice the conversation amounted to this: When I found out 

ter Fedder had admitted trving to cheat us, when I had found in 
addition to that that he did not believe a very substantial amount of 
ecards could be finished that night, the transaction then was to this 
effect, and L will quote it kind of colloquially, of picking up our dolls 
and Fon og home, or picking up the material, the stamps and so forth. 

In that conversation Mr. Fedder also stated that in view of the 
developments he did not fee] he was entitled to the S500 check which 
he had received. 

So at the post office, and at Thompson's Restaurant, he stated that 
somewhere along the line, “I will direct you out to my house, where I 
ean get that check.” He advis ed me that he had not cashed the check, 
that 1t was in his home. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you drove him out there to get it, did you? 

Mr. Surtne. During the course of the evening he directed us out to 
his house. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall about what time it was? 

Mr. Surtne. It is rather hard to say, but LT would presume—I would 
say. and this is my best guess, and it would have to be a guess, because 
to the best of my recollection we went in total, exclusive of his house, 
we went to somewhere between five, six, or seven homes during that 
time, and just judging and estimating from 10 to an average of pos- 
sibly 1d or ZO minutes’ stop at each of the home Ss, you wou id h: ave to 
stop Trom the time ip prone LatiO n—or you would have to start from 
the time approximation of 2:30 to 5 o’clock. On that basis 1 would 
Say it was possibly £230 to 5 oe 

Mr. McDermorr. When you got to his home, did he go in there 
alone ? 

Mr. Surine. He did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you suggest that vou should accompany him? 

Mr. Surine. Not a bit. I will admit this, r poink. out rather than 
admit, he directed us to his home and he aa ‘Park right here.’ and 
I pulled over and he got out, au dat about that time, why, I know that 
Ewell Moore and George Nille oe th remarked that we felt like we 
could 80 TO slee p ane 1 slee ‘p for a long time, that we were tired and 
sleepy, which anybody Wot ats l. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time you had intended to take a statement 
from him, didn’t you! 

sg a rine. The thought to take a statement did not occur to me, 
Mr. Dermott, until after we had counted the st: amps or attempted 


to count a tamps outside of Orey’s Restaurant. The problem there 


was to determine how many stamps. We mentioned the stamps, and 
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| think it would be well for the committee to re alize that the st 


were in rolls of 500, and they came in two flat boxes of 25,000 stamps 
per box. The broken Stamps that we had picked up along the way. 
it was very difficult to approximate the number, so in talking with B 1} 


Kedder we felt, as well as Bill Fedder, that the best Way tO approx 
y rel j 


1 \ | 
mate the number of stamps which were ben 


l 1 


with an aprpoximation of the stamps afte 
Bill said he had out, plus a 


| } | } 1? 
Wh had been ma 
VicDermorr. How ad 


ra 


who gave him the tiih] 
Mr. Surtne. Not tha 
Mr. McDrermuorr. Mr. 


hot KNOW ho 

Mr. SURINE. 

Mir. McDermori 
did. not happen to occ! 


and rave you the cheel 


‘ 4 


i 


that right 

Mr. SuRIN} 

Mr. McDermorr. 
Mr. SURINE. 


] 


iv LO or 15 minutes 


Mr. McDermorr, And did 
Mr. Surtne. We did 
Mr. McDermorr. Y« 
Mir. SURINE. That is « 
Mr. McDrermorr. W 


} } 
wion Of This ride are 


Mr. SURINE. Well. 

Mr. McDermorr. 

Mr. SURINE. Y¥¢ 
back. 

Mr. McDermorr. Wh 

Vir. Surine. What / 

Mr. McDermorr. W 

Mr. Scurtne. When we left 

he front seat. I was driving 

\s near i> | remembe we 
vi iF eh were in t] e lov numbered st 
Street or Monroe Street. The home 
We staved Wn the car, as I recall, He we nt 
out with a few rolls of stamps and a smatteri 
talked ton those places I don't lx} ow. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many of tl 
him ? 
Mr. Scurrne. During the entire eve 


. ~ 1 
g | went into two homes, ons 


11 
the woman l think he dese) bed as Mrs. Edw irds. Her pl ee Wi 
farther out on either Monroe or Fulton Street, not too far fre m Nort] 
Avenue in Baltimore. 
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That situation, as I remember it, Bill Fedder got out and he went 
into the home, and a minute or so later he came out. He stated that 
this, I don’t recall her name, but I think in his testimony he mentioned 
her name as being Mrs. Edwards, was either a part-time employee— 
anyway, he knew “her over a period of time, that she was in there with 
women addressing, and she had taken it upon herself to distribute 
additional cards and stamps to friends of hers at a house which he did 
not know himself, and he asked us to come in because he felt they had 
substantial cards to count in there. 

The three of us went in, and Bill Fedder introduced us to this lady. 
She was quite a cultured-mannered lady, and we sat in the living room, 
and she went out and brought in the cards, and that was the largest 
group we got on this trip, and as near as I recall it was in the neigh- 
borhood of a little over maybe 1,100 or 1.200 ecards, somewhere in 
there. 

I think [ have approximated it at 11,000 at which time I asked her 
if she would be kind enough to direct us over to this house. 

She tried to give us the address and how to get there, and I stated, 
“Well, I am not familiar how to get there. Would you direct us 
over?” 

And she said she would. She put on her coat and went right in 
the car, and pursuant to her directions we drove over to this house. 
Now, as to the address, I cannot tell you, but I can tell you this, it 
was 10 or 12 blocks east of her house, which was still in the Negro 
district of Baltimore. 

Senator Monroney. Excuse me. You said 11,000 ecards. I think 
you meant 1,100, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Surtne. Eleven hundred, yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you. Excuse me for interrupting. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you describe for us the circumstances at 
Orey’s Restaurant at the time you went in there early on the morning 
of November 6 when you wrote the major portion of this statement 
which has been identified as exhibit 22 in the record. 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. We pulled up between his house—I would like 

to say here as to the statement, between his house, we had this one 
more stop, this Mrs. Halley that you named, and I had been there 
breifly before, and from there to Orey’s, and we arrived at Orey’s— 
I might say this again—it was after we left Mrs. Halley’s that the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation came into the picture again, and it 
is under those conditions: We were discussing where we could go 
where there would be some light, where we could sit down and approxi- 
mate these stamps that Fedder had brought out this box of unused 
stamps in his home of 25,000, and a check, and we had my glove 
compartment filled with broken rolls, and I felt that we should 
approximate it. I said, “Where can we go where it is light where we 
can count the stamps, where it won’t cause any furor?” 

Now, if you went into an open hotel lobby and were counting stamps 
and so on, you can see what might happen. He said, “Do you re- 
member this all-night restaurant down here on Twenty-fifth Street?’ 
And I recalled it, and I said, “Yes, I recall it, because I investigated 
a bank robbery, the robbery of a bank right across the street. at 
Twenty-fifth Street.” 

I think that is the only other time the question of Federal Bureau 
of Investigation came into the picture. 
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We drove to this Orey’s Restaurant, which is approximately five or 
six blocks away, and sat out alongside of the restaurant in our car, 
took the stamps out, and Fedder was in the front seat at that time, and 
we counted these stamps or approximated them. We roughly approxi- 
mated, I think, there was 37,000, between 37,000 and 40,000 stamps. 
Phat was a rough approximation, because we had a lot of broken rolls. 

So then when we got inside we decided, and I remember Fedder 
discussing it, that he did not think it would be a good idea, and I did 
not either, to take all the stamps and put them out on the restaurant 
table and start counting them. 

Anyway, we went inside and ordered that famous egg milkshake 
and other things. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many people were in there ? 

Mr. Surrne. It is my recollection—well, it is my recollection there 
must have been 8 or 10 customers. That Orey’s Restaurant is a big 
all-night restaurant.’ [ think it is pertinent to mention here that the 
restaurant has a reputation—well, there are a lot of rough characte 
hanging around there. You ean ask anybo dy, and we will say that 
they are people who eat breakfast at 4 o'clock in the afternoon ar 
don't FO tO bed until 5 or ©, quite often, and the \ sit there at 6 or 
in the morning, and they eat with the people that they are associate: 
with. ‘That is the re puti ation of this pl: ce, You don’t have to take 
my word for it, you can ask the Baltimore police 

Mr. McDermorr. We will ask Mr. Orey 

Mr. Surtne. I am sorry to mention that, but I do think it is perti- 
nent beeause of the fact that there were pe ople in there. I did not 
count them, but there was at least 8 or 10 coup les. 

Senator Hennineas. By “rough people” do you mean working peo 
ple or criminals or what! 

Mr. Surine. No, sir; people, we will say persons who frequent some 
of the rough night clubs. 

Senator Hennines. Hoodlums or mobsters? 

Mr. Surtne. I would not want to describe it that way. We might 
say that the type of people that might eventually wind up in Joe 
Adonis’ outfit. 

Senator Hennines. Well, when you say “rough people.” you don’t 
mean working peop re. 

Mr. Surtne. No, sir, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. All right. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand when you went there there were 
eight or more of those people there. Was there substantially that 
number of customers in the restaurant during the entire time +e were 
there / 

Mr. SURINE. There were people coming and cole. Yes, It would 
be hard for me to say how many of them stayed there while we were 
there. I suppose we were in there about 40 minutes. I know we had 
to wait awhile, while the waiter, who was a fellow there in an wpron, 
he was aman, a white man, and we waited quite a while, while he was 
waiting on some other customers. Whe ‘lh I sav ae a WwW hile.” pos- 
sibly 10 or 15 minutes. It was during that period when I began to 
decide we were having difficulty getting how many stamps, and we 
had better get written proof of how many stamps came back. 

Mr. Mc DERMOT r. Is there a counter in that restaurant, or is it all 
booths, as you recall 1 


id 
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Mr. Surine. I don’t believe—on the side, 1 could from memory , 
picture—there may bea counter around the other side, because I had 
1 think in 1947 or 1948, when I was working on a case in that part of 
town, the bank-robbery case I mentioned, that they do have a counter 
on the other side, around the other side. It is a big open restaurant 
sunilar to your A. & W. Hot Shoppe type 

Ve came in what I guess would be the south entrance. You drive 
around and go to the south side. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand you specifically recall that during 
the 40 or 45 minutes you were there that there was considerable cus 
tomer traflic, and there were eight or more customers in and out of 
the premises all the time. 

Mr. Sunine. 1 would hate to be pinned down on the number, but 
there was at least—I remember elancing as | went in, where we sat 
down in the booth there, there were at least a half dozen couples or 
people. IL remember seemg at least three or four couples in other 
hooths. It is a big semicircle and we sat here, and there were booths 
going around here | indicating |, and we came in and sat at, as I recall, 

hooth or two from the door, as we got there. That is on this side 
indicating |. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you go in the front or rear door / 

Mr. Surine. Well, there may be another entrance over here [in- 
dicating |. This was not any rear door. They have one, apparently, 
over here: T am not positive of that, but you drive around the big 

“a para ing lot and we parked right here, and it was right here where 
wet waa i vet into the light to count the st: imps. 

Mr. McDermorr. It was there you prepared a substantial portion 
of this statement which has been identified as exhibit 2? and it was 
there that Mr. Fedder made certain corrections, and it was there that 
he sloned page ls: 1s th: at correct ¢ 

Mr. SURINE. Yes, Sir. 

Mr. McDrrmorr., And after you left Orey’s restaurant and drove 
down—did you make another call after you left Orey's 

Mr. Surine. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. You drove from there to the post oltice ? 

Mr. Surtne. We drove directly to the post oftice. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And it was at the post oflice, while you and Moore 
and Nilles took the addressed cards into the post office, that you fin 
ished the statement and Fedder finished page Y: is that correct / 

Mr. Surine. Yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. When did Mr. Moore and Mr. Nilles sign as wit- 
esses ¢ 

Mr. Surine. I would like to explain the reason why the entire 
statement was not signed by Fedder at Orey’s restaurant. We were 
having difficulty reaching a mutual agreement as to how mi: iny stamps 
Fedder was ret urning. 

We decided on a rough approximation at the restaurant that there 
were possibly between 37,000 and 40,000 stamps that had been re- 
turned, and we decided that we had already mailed about 5,000 or 
more cards, and that in order to reach a mutually agreeable figure on 
the 39,000 stamps, that Ewell Moore and George Nilles and Fedder, 
too, in their presence, counted in my car the amount of ecards we picked 
up at various houses that we had been at, and it was during a brief 
period of time when Ewell Moore and George Nilles counted these 
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cards, and the reason we did it, I left a space in the statement blank 
where 1t says here: 

On the project I dealt with on the Butler post cards, I am hereby ret 
&500 check which was furnished by Mr. Surin 


Now, that 1 
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Nill 
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Baltimore pr 
Mr. McD: 


Mr. Surtne. Yes, sit 


Mr. McDermorr. Then did ubsequet 


vou to say that Vou subsequen A nade a report 


iIng’s activities / 


Mr. Surtne. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Mi Li RMOTT. And when was that report made / 
Mr. Suntne. IT returned to my office in the Sen: 
i know what time it was, 1f Was po s1plv— 
r employees had not gotten in the offi es vet, but 
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home. Now, I am not positive whether I talked to him or to Rex 
Lee, his wife. My words to him generally were that the project had 
broken up, that we got out only about 11,000 cards. 

I explained to them that Fedder had turned out, and my words to 
them were something to the effect that he had turned out to be a thief, 
or something or other along that line. 

I had to go around and pick up the stamps to bring them back, 
and I had brought back with me the $500 check. 

That conversation took a very few minutes, and in the meantime, 
after that I, not having had any sleep for approximately 36 hours, 
returned to my home and slept most of the day and pretty late into 
the evening. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you do with the check and the unused 
stamps? 

Mr. Surine. I kept them. I had them locked in my car, and I re- 
member mentioning to, whether it was Rex Lee or Bob Lee, I don’t 
remember, that as soon as I had gotten some rest I would drive out 
to their home in the Southeast and return the check and the cards, or 
I mean, the stamps. 

Mr. McDermorr. You kept them locked in the glove compartment 
of your car during the interim 4 

Mr. Surine. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Referring to a paragraph of your memorandum, 
which has been previously identified as exhibit 81, addressed to Sena- 
tor McCarthy, you say that the 39,000 remaining stamps obtained 
from Fedder and the $500 check, were placed in the office safe by you 
on Monday morning, November 6. 

Mr. Surtnr. That was done, not Monday morning; it was done 
after I had awakened. I tried to call Bob Lee and Rex Lee on Mon- 
day of that day, and I drove down to the office and felt that it would 
be safest to put it into the ofhice safe, which I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you return to Mr. Lee—— 

Mr. Surtnr. I would like to point out to you also that the reason 
for my action on that was—well, I don’t intend to sound what would 
be considered as being like Dick Tracy, but still I know I have been 
under surveillance over the last 7 or 8 months. I have spotted the 
surveillance, and I have had evidence of my car, of someone attempt- 
ing to break into my car. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was why you put them in the safe in 
Senator McCarthy’s office ? 

Mr. Surtne. After I had gotten some rest, yes. 

Mr. McDrroorr. Now, do I correctly understand then, just for the 
purposes of final review, that you went to Baltimore on the early 
morning of the 6th, arriving there at approximately 1:30 a. m., or 
1:30 to2a.m.; is that right? 

Mr. Surtne. One- thirty to two a. m., correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And tiat you and Ewell Moore and George Nilles, 
the three of you together, were present with Mr. Fedder from the time 
of your arrival until your departure, which vou estimate at around 6 
a.m., earlier or later? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that during that entire time you made certain 

calls to certain homes to pick up addressed post cards? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Can you tell us approximately how many homes 
you visited in all? 

Mr. Surine, It is my rough approximation, in trying to recall the 
incident, that we went to, as near as I can recall and to the best of 
my recollection, six homes exclusive of William Fedder’s. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be six visits exclusive of Fedder’s 
and exclusive of your visit to Orey’s restaurant and Thompson’s res- 
taurant ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the sole purpose of that tr ip at the time you 
made it was to pick up these addressed post cards; is that correct ! ¢ 

Mr. Sortne. That is correct. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. And yet there were three of you continu: ally pres- 

nt on that activity during that entire period of time extending into 
Matai ay morning ¢ 

Mr. Surtnr. That is correct. We, like I have explained, the a, 
pose of this visit was to pick up what remaining cards we could, but I 
guess the primary purpose, in view of the fact that Fedder had said 

the proje ct would not be ab le to be completed, Was to pick up the stamps 

and the $500 cheek, which we felt he was not entitled to and which I 
felt responsible to account for to the Butler he adquarters or the Rex 
Lees, ultimately too. 

Mr. McDermortr. I believe that is all the questions I have. 

Senator Monroney. Well, it isnow 12:05. I wonder if you want to 
recess until 2. 

Very well: we will recess until 2 o’clock. Will you be available this 
afternoon # 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. Did you want this? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, 1 don’t believe so. He can keep the original, 

Senator Monroney. We have the photo copy. And you have iden 
tified the photo COpy as being a COpy of the original 

Mr. Surryr. Yes. 

Senator MoONRONI Zn Very well, We will be back at Z. 

{ Whereupon, at 12:05 the subeommittee adjoul ned to reconvene at 
Z o clo¢ k. this same day. ) 


\FTERNOON SESSION 
TESTIMONY OF DONALD A. SURINE—Resumed 


Senator Monronery. The committee hearing will come to order. 
When we recessed at noon Mr. Donald Surine was testifying. The 
record will show that he is continuing his testimony under oath and a 
quorum of the subcommittee is present. 

Mr. MeDermott ¢ 

Mr. McDermotr. I had concluded my prelinunary questioning, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker, Thank you. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Surtne. I show you exhibit 81 which is a memorandum that 
vou dictated and is dated November 9, 1950, re William H. Fedder, 
Baltimore, Md.. and I would appreciate it very much if you would 
read that memorandum known as exhibit S81. Read it 4 loud, please, 

Mr. SURINE, This is i COpPyV of the memorandum W hi S 1 I prey iously 
referred to that I had dictated to the girl and which was along with 
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a copy of the signed statement which I obtained, sent to the law office 
of Senator Butler. It reads as follows: 


On Sunday, November 5, I] was advised that William Fedder, of Baltimore, 
Who runs the National Advertising Co., had agreed to produce 50,000: cards 
by approximately 8 a. m. the next morning, Monday, November 6. As 1 under 
stand it, the agreement with Fedder had been tentatively made by Miss Jean 
Kerr. 

Thereafter, at about 4 p. m.. Sunday, November 5, Ray Kiermas and I con- 
tacted Fedder personally in Baltimore, at which time Fedder reiterated that he 
would clearly be able to get out 50,000 cards, have them stamped and that he 
would mail these cards for us in Baltimore; stating he had contacts with the 
post office to facilitate their being handled. At this time, Ray Kiermas and | 
clearly pointed out to him—and very emphatically—that I and other representa 
tives would take care of the mailing of the cards and would pick up the finished 
eards from him at various times during the night of November 5 and the early 
morning hours of November 6 It was with apparent reluctance at this time 
that Fedder agreed to this arrangement, althongh he stated several times that 


he eould not understand why our efforts to mail the cards from him were 


necessary, 

In conclusion on this point, Ray Kiermas and I pointed out to Fedder that 
he would under no circulustances get credit for any cards allegedly mailed 

About 12:30 a. m. on Monday, November 6, Ewell Moore and George Nilles 
contacted Fedder in Baltimore and picked up 5,000 finished cards and mailed 
them in the Baltimore post office. While this was being done, I proceeded to 
Baltimore from Washington and in the Baltimore post office contacted William 
Fedder. Ewell Moore and George Nilles were present, 

At this time, William Fedder told me he had previously mailed a bateh of 
the cards—stating he had become tired of waiting. He was confronted imme- 
diately by me with the terms of the agreement with him and shortly thereafter 
he admitted that he had lied; that he had not mailed any such cards; and along 
with this he admitted lying about the mailing of the batch of cards and that he 
was attempting to defraud us, 

Thereafter, a lengthy conversation was had with him during which time he 
admitted the following salient points: 

1. That he was unable to produce any more cards that night except a very, very 
few—in view of the fact that the girls he bad working had probably gone to bed 
for the night. 

2. He admitted that earlier he had paid or expected to pay $50 to a man by 
the name of Pollinger at the Butler headquarters in order to be introduced to 

Ir. Jonkel and Mrs. Van Dyke so that he could obtain business from the Butler 
headquarters in connection with the distribution of political matter and the 
printing thereof. 

3. He, in the presence of myself, Ewell Moore, and George Nilles, was very 
evasive; was caught in numerous untruths relative to his actions in the distribu 
tion of other political matter which he allegedly had distributed conscientiously 
throughout the State 

Besides other minor details, he stated that he actually overcharged the Butler 
headquarters because he had (1) either received from them more money on 
some items, or (2) had not carried out completely the agreements with them 
for which he was paid to do. In connection with this matter, it is suggested 
that the signed statement attached hereto be referred to. 

In view of Fedder’s admission, his obvious lack of good faith completely in 
dealing with us, it was deemed no longer fruitful to continue any further arrange 
ments with him and, accordingly, 1, Ewell Moore, and George Nilles accompanied 
by William Fedder proceeded to various houses where he had left cards to be 
done and picked up in total an amount estimated to be about 6,000 more finished 
eards and 39,000 stamps—this making a total of approximately 11,000 cards 
produced by Fedder and mailed. 

At the completion of this action, the attached signed statement was taken 
from him and he refused to put into the statement the various admissions of his 
intentions and his falsehoods, stating he would not do so without the advice of 
an attorney. The statement attached, however, was obtained from him and 
carefully read by him; he making several additions and corrections, after which 
time he signed the statement in the presence of myself, Ewell Moore, and George 
Nilles. At this time he stated that in view of his actions in this matter, he did 
not expect payment and he returned to me in the presence of Ewell Moore and 
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George Nilles a 8500 check which had been advanced 
furnished 50,000 stamps 

he 59,000 remaining stamps obtained from Fedder and the 
jaced in the office safe by me on Monday morn November 6. 


ing, 
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ment from Mr. Fedder that was due to the facts that were disclosed 
after your arrival in Baltimore, and the facts as disclosed by Mr. 
Fedder, is that correct? 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Also if the letter of Mr. Butler was of any particular 
importance or significance, would you not have included that in your 
report now known as exhibit No. 81? 

Mr. Surine. I certainly would have. My purpose was to summarize 
what I thought might be of importance to the headquarters. As pre- 
viously stated, the letter plus a lot of other things that he talked 
about were very insignificant in my mind. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Surine, the photostatic copy known as ex 
hibit 81 was attached to a letter of transmittal known as exhibit 82 
and that letter is dated November 10 and later found its way to Mr. 
Mundy’s office, and from there to the files of the committee, so that 
you never saw these photostats from the time you transmitted it back 
in November to the time you testified, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Surrne. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Were you ever interviewed by any investigators prior 
to this occasion ? 

Mr. Surrne. I was not. 

Mr. oo. When was the first time, Mr. Surine, that you ever 
knew or had knowledge of any charge of any kind which is now 
known as the “Fedder midnight ride,” or some similar identification ! 

Mr. Surine. I did not hear P earson’s broadcast, but it was, I believe, 
Christmas Eve. I believe it was Sunday night of Christmas Eve is 
my nearest recollection, and the first I heard about it was friends of 
mine called me up and kidded me frankly about the fact that I was 
supposed to be something to the effect of—as quoted to me, Pearson 
stated that I in Gestapo fashion, or I was a political Gestapo, I had 
some bodyguards and was supposed to have taken some printer for 
a ride in Chicago gangland fashion. 

That was the sum and substance and that was the first I had heard 
of anything at all along that line. As you might know, it was quite 
a surprise. 

Mr. Becker. That was a good 45 days after you had made the report 
known as exhibit 81, is that correct ? 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Did anyone at that time interview you to give vou an 
opportunity of setting forth your side of the story? Did Mr. Tydings 
or anyone in his behalf ever communicate with you and find out your 
side of the story ? 

Mr. Surrne. No, sir: no one did, and I know of no efforts or mes 
sages at my office that would indicate that anyone did. 

Mr. Becker. Did anyone on behalf of the committee see you in 
December or January of this past year? 

Mr. Surtne. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. To obtain your side of the story ? 

Mr. Surine. No. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Surine, Mr. Fedder testified before this 
committee and he made a great many statements about this incident. 
Prior to the time that he testified, did Mr. Fedder ever communicate 
with you? 

Mr. Surtne. He did not. 
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Mr. Becker. Did he ever, or anyone in his behalf, ever make any 
complaint of any kind against the treatment that you accorded him 
on the evening of November G4 

Mr. Surtne. No. There was no contact at all. 

Mr. Becker. No complaint of any kind ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. None that was ever reported to me. 

Mr. Becker. No criticism of any kind? 

Mr. Surtne. No criticism. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder testified that when you arrived in Balti- 
more after Nilles and Moore had seen him, that he told you that these 
men had been abusive to his wife on the telephone. Did he ever make 

uch a statement to you ? 

Mr. Surtne. There was no statement whatsoever or anything either 

aid or implied indirect at ali by Fedder the entire evening. 

Mr. Becker. Did Mr. Fedder ever say that Mr. Nilles and Moore, 
or words to that effect, had abused his wife over the telephone / 

Mr. Surtne. No; he did not. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder testified that he told you upon your arrival 
hat he did not mail any cards before vou arrived at the scene, In 
other words, that he told that to Nilles and Moore. What are the 
facts about that. Mr. Surine? 

Mr. SURINE. Well, to go back briefly, at the time whe n I dis cussed 
with Ewell Moore and George Nilles the proposition generally out- 
lined to them what the project was with Fedder, that was here in 
Washington; I explained to them that he was not to mail cards, that 
we would take care of the matter, and when I arrived in the post 
office and after we had had this very brief conversation which I had 
with 311] Fedder, and of COUrTSe George Nilles and Ewell Moore, it 
was when out of a clear sky, just 2 or 3 minutes later that Fedder 
turned to me and he said, “I got tired of waiting to be contacted and I 
ave already mailed a batch of between twenty and thirty thousand 
cards.” He used the word “batch” and “between twenty and thirty 
thousand ecards.” 

(s soon as he said that I turned and went up to this window which 

e were a matter of feet in front of, rang the bell and the fellow that 
was handling that opened the door, and whoever he was in the post 
office, I asked him about whether he had received a large batch of 
ards, of these Butler post cards. He had just taken a batch from 
Ewell Moore and George Nilles. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Fedder stated that his only purpose in telling 
Mir. Moore and Mr. Nilles that the ecards had been mai iled before, is he 
wanted to quiet them down. Was there any such conversation or 
words to that effect by Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Surtne. None in my presence. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder also said you became abusive. Did you 
become abusive ? 

Mr. Surtne. I did not. When Fedder had admitted these things, 
I was more disappointed than anything else. I remember telling Bill, 
I said, “Well, I am sorry, we had hopes that we would be able to get out 
50,000 eards.” and then carried on from there. I did not become 
abusive in any respect to William Fedder. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder further testified that he told you that at 
about that time you were working yourself up over nothing and 
three more girls were waiting to pick up work, and quoting verbatim 
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he said, “Let’s get this done, over with. Iam tired and I want to go 
home.” Did Mr. Fedder ever make such a statement at that par 
ticular time ¢ 

Mr. Surine. He did not. 

Mr. Becker. And then he said as he made this statement he walked 
toward the door intending to have you follow so he could pick up the 
rest of the work, and that you reac hed out and jerked him by the back 
of the coat and said, and I now quote the words, “Listen, I want that 
letter back.” “LT said”—referrine to Fedder—‘what letter? He’— 
referring to you, Surine, said—*The guarantee letter you got from 
Butler,” and Fedder, still talking told you that he was not going to 
eet the letter and he also said that you told) him in substance if vou 
did not vet the letter that he. Fedder. would be fixed up and be put 
through a MeCarthy investigation. 

Now, was there such an incident that you jerked Mr. Fedder and 
made such remarks as that, Mr. Surine ? 

Mr. Surine. The entire part of what you have read there is com- 
pletely false. There was no such activity on my part or words what 
oever. It is my opinion again that that particular part of bringing 
up this letter which actually was so insignificant to us, at least, in the 
evening, was merely an effort to play off the publicity which had pre 
viously been bri yught out about this in New York. That is my opinion, 
that it was planted there. There was no reason for it. 

I don’t think Fedder himself could have thought up and realized 
that by bringing’ up the letter you can get a play off on the publicity 
in New York. Now, that is my opinion. It may not be worth any- 
thing but I do know that part of it isa lie. 

Senator Henninoes. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Hennings. 

Senator Henninas. I do not understand your reference to New 
York. What publicity in New York? 

Mr. Surine. There had previously been in the papers, Senator 
Hennings, a good lot of publicity in the New York campaign ove 
vhat they called the Hi: inley letter. 

Senator HENNINGs. Oh » Ves; | know about that. 

Mr. Surine. That is what 1 was referring to, Senator. 

Senator Hennings. You draw a comparison between this letter 
and its possible motivation, and the so-called Hanley letter / 

Mr. Strine. I do. for the reason that the letter was so insignificant, 
and as far as I know I don’t know what was in it and why it would 


be placed in there; if a person is going to lie about it he must have felt 
there is some significance to it. To me it was such a minor thing. 
That is whiy nay opinion eoes alo} ie that line. 

Senator Hennines. Thank vou. I just wanted to know what the 
New York reference was that vou were making. 

Mr. Becxer. Now, Mr. Surine, prior to the time that Mr. Fedder 
testified there were numerous accounts of the so-called midnight ride 
that Fedder had eviven to the press. Do you recall such hewspaper 


accounts ¢ 


Do you reca 1] m any of the ne Wspaper accounts or even ri adio com- 


ments any statement made by Fedder at any time referring to a threat 
such as a McCarthy investigation ? 

Mr. Surine. I don’t recall that particular line being called to my 
attention at all. LT know there were some stories printed by papers 
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which people called to my attention, or friends. I never actually read 
the accounts. 

Mr. Becker. And interviews of Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. Becxer. And during such interviews did you ever see any nota 
tion of any kind of such a statement made by Mr. | edder to ul VY news 
paperman ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I did not: no. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Surine: Mr. Fedder further testified t] 
Captain Kriss, of the police department, was a friend of yours, 
you could make if tough for him. Did you evel make such 
to Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Surtne. I did not, and again that is a bald-faced 
mpo sible. On top of that again L think that vy 
to bi ild up the fact that he Was some how Or ovhel 

Mr. Bir KER, We will vet to that in a moment, 


uv to go through these statements and find out 


} 


‘rian truthful statements o1 find out ex: 


ct 
Bi ih the rec 
edder said something else. He said t] 
to this effect, or similar to it, refer) Ing 
from my kind would be lucky to get hom 
bout the letter. Now did \ ou ever make s 
or nature to Mr. Fedder at any time? 

Mr. Surine. That is a lie. That 
an Ime either by dire 


just a bit patient, as I vO throu 


Olt tee, make an 
Mr. Becker. 
hat time ? 
Mr. Surinre. 
Mr. Fedder’s car, 
block away acros 
Mr. Becker. TI 
Mr. Surtne. Ye: 
Mr. Becker. Now Mr. Fei ‘said 1 
car and make ‘ ieast three Stops bu 
les and Moore, “insisted on getting into t] 
scussion at all as to whose car 
lar purpose in getting into your car or someone 
MSURINE. No, there was no such discussion. As Il previously 
dicated, as we came out of the post oflice we decided, along w th 


t 


B 1] Fedacle te that we would, before we started out, go over to some 
restaurant that was open all night and we walked out. Mi\ ear, ben oO 
parked in front, we Just got in. There were no suggestions or instruc 

ons whatsoever. 

Mr. Becker. After you went into Mrs. Edwards’ home : 

ie time that you were in Mrs. Edwards’ home, w | 

ito} that was anvthin | 


other than friendly 
post-card project and finding out how many card 


oO 
uantity and number and so forth ¢ 

Mir. PURINE. That Is riaht. Bill Fedder did most of the talkin 7. 
[le knew this lady apparently from the conversation quite a long while, 
ana | would Say here in mV OF inlon, 1i\ recollection of her, she was 
ery cultured in her Manner. We said very litt] 


e. 
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I know that Bill Fedder explained that we were going to have to call 
off this project and explain to her that he also w anted to pick up the 
“at 

Mr. Brecxer. Mr. Fedder said that after you left Mrs. Edwards’ 
home—-and he told this committee under oath—“During this time”— 
this is after you left—“we were riding around for no purpose, going 
no place, and I getting sicker by the minute.” 

Now, what was your purpose in going from one home to another? 

Mr. Surryr. That is after we had dropped Mrs. Edwards as I un- 
derstand he had related, after we dropped Mrs. Edwards off? We 
went to one other home. 

Our purpose after we dropped Mrs. Edwards, in answer to your 
question, we went to one other home as I recall. It was near North, 
Now whether it was on Pennsylvania Avenue or another street th: at 
runs parallel to it—and William Fedder went in, came out with a pack 
of cards possibly that high, and some stamps. 

From there we went to his home, and then from there over to this 
place on Lorraine Avenue. There was no driving around at all. We 
were continuing exactly what we had set out to do with Bill Fedder. 

Mr. Becker. And every time a destination was sought, whether it 
be a home or Fedder’s home, you went directly to that place; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Scrrne. Yes, pursuant to his instructions, because we did not 
know where he had dropped these cards. We had no knowledge of it. 

Mr. Beexer. Did Mr. Fedder at that time make any complaint or 
criticism of any kind about riding from place to place and picking up 
these cards? 

Mr. Surtne. No, not a bit. 

Mr. Becker. Was there any evidence that he was getting sicker by 
the minute ¢ 

Mr. Surine. No. Most of the time any conversation that was had 
was on Bill Fedder’s part where he related these transactions, and so 
forth. A good lot of it was volunteered. 

Mr. Becxer. Was there any evidence of fright on his part of any 
kind or nature? 

Mr. Surtnr. None at all that I could see. 

Mr. Becker. Now when you arrived at Mr. Fedder’s home, Mr. Fed- 
der said that they, referring to you, Nilles, and Moore, or individu- 
ally—I don’t know—insisted on coming in but that Fedder, now 
speaking, and I quote, “I begged them not to do this to my wife and 
family, that my wife was e xtremely nervous because of what happened 
earlier in the evening.” Now did you insist or did anyone insist in 
your presencé on eoing into Mr. Fedder’s home? 

Mr. Surixe. No, we did not. Pursuant to his directions we pulled 
up tothe curb. IT was driving. Bill Fedder got out and went on in. 
There was no conversation other than the fact that he said, he was 
directing us to his home and he said, “I want to go in and get this 
check.” and of course I was surprised when he also in addition to the 
check brought out these stamps. 

Mr. Becxer. Did he beg you not to go in the house, or words to that 
effect, or make any kind of a request ? 

Mr. Surtne. No. There was no asking or begging on his part. It 
was just a simple operation, frankly, just pulling up and Bill said, 
“T will be a few minutes,” and he got out of the car and walked up, 








MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 OS5 


| guess, a door or two. We could not park, as I recall, exactly in 
front of his house because of the other cars parked in front of it, and 
he got out, just walked in his house, and that was all the conversation 
[ recall. 

I think by that time—we had to drive actually 5 or 6 miles from 
where we had been before, and I am not positive whether George 
Nilles and Ewell Moore or both of them—I know one of them was in 
back of me and he was asleep or almost close to it. 

Mr. Brower. wi while Mr. Fedder was gone he was all alone and 

the house, as I 1 i your testimony, 10 or 15 minutes 4 

Mr. Surine. Yes, si 

Mr. Becker. W ia you waited for him ? 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct; yes. 

Mr. Brower. If there was any wrongdoing up to that time, Mr. 
Fedder had every opportunity in the world to Stay in his own home; 

that right / 

Mr. Surine. ‘That is absolutely correct. 

Mr. Bre KER. And he could have called the police, he could have 
lone anything he wanted to if there was any question about his safety ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And up until that particular time was any statement 

ened by him, known as exhibit No, 22 ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. No, there was no statement at all at that inne. 

Mr. Becker. So up to that particular moment, and that was, as I 
inderstand it, either early or late in the morning, you still had to make 
inother stop to pick up some cards; is that correct ‘ 

Mr. Surtne. ‘That is correct; yes. 

Mr. Becker. And after you left Mr. Fedder’s home, how long would 
t take, in approximate time to travel from, say, Mr. Fedder’s home to, 
| think he said it was the Halley residence ¢ 

Mr. Surine. That is the one on Lorraine Avenue, I think is the one; 

es, As to the time—— 

Mr. Becker. Just approximately. 

Mr. Surine. Approximate time, I would say probably 20 or 25 
nutes of fairly rapid driving. 

Mr. Becker. And what is the distance ? 

Mr. Surtne. 1 would estimate between 5 or 6, possibly 7 miles. 

Mr. Becker. Now is Orey’s Restaurant near there / 

Mr. Surtmne. Yes. Lorraine Avenue is located just a few blocks— 
an’t tell you the exact number, but very few—below the intersection 
 Twe nity fifth and Greenmount Avenue in Baltimore, and just about 

ae locks east of that intersection at the foot of a hill is this all-night 
estaurant called Orey’ S. 

In other words, to get the picture, Lorraine Avenue comes into 
(yreenmount and run parallel to Twenty-fifth Street. Now it is either 

e, two or three, or at least it is a very few blocks below that inter- 
section that Lorraine Avenue comes in, and as I recall, I don’t know 
he exact number, Halley’s house is just a half a block from Green- 

ount and then Orey’s Restaurant was over here. 

Mr. Becxer. It is in the same direction ? 

Mr. Surine. Yes. 

Mr. Becxer. Net ar the same location. In other words, the Halley 

iome is near Orey’s Restaurant rather than Orey’s Restaurant being 
arer to the Fede Jer home ? 
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Mr. Surine. That is right. 

Mr. Beeker. That is the point I am trying to make. 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. , 

Mr. Becker. Now after you left the Halley residence, it is claimed 
that you made this statement: “We are not through with vou vet.” 


referring to Fedder as “you.” “get back in the car, and with the thre 


men crowding me.” referring to Fedde is = ended up agam mM the 
\ seat of the ee 
Now. did any such ine ident take place or did you make such a state 
ment of any kn door nature o ome simile words Lo Fedder at tha 
pernt rtimeo v other time that evening / 
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It i ot been covered here, that What actually happened, we pulled 
( r the i CiIice,~. ] t| nk [Wo oO! three cars away from where We 
ould park, | believe Mr. Fedder and Ewell Moore may have goi 
it d George N es and [T staved out, but anvway | 
( itive \ re vwone much ionvgel 17 { | 1 home t | | 
thie ers because of the fact that Mrs. Hallev—I k tha 
‘ I 3 herin the da had peopl working thet 
1 {) ( | eC Sto } ana real to ot] neporhbors oe 
( I \ east ZOO Tes, enoug towhere we wel iin ys] 
°& off vy Bill Fedad ind Ewell Moore ca 
CK l expla ed that they had been so long Ol that Sto) becaus 
to tVé Min Il aL vo over to a nele@hbor house to get tl 


mnd hinps that she had teft thi re. A they Came back. 


\I I \\ ‘ ; f \! Fed ley \ , 
( or cla ( Hy } nt of al KX Lat that 
Nive sy N \ ‘ {Soe ( \ itTsOevVe 
Mir. Brent Mr. F' lL not understand the reas 
{ I] 1 ) | nicl iTed To cCenre No. el \] 
| nia {hye : oO exhil ») were thev voluntarily m 
\Iy ~ \ () { ‘ \ ke all tit | might eX I; 
I t t ( }tls talk vas ve Pot ilo { Lite 
i r i j ] ( {levt rater vu t that | had Ore | to qd 
t \ 7) (i) 0 tabloid md Lo assumed QO. K.. that is t 
t i Tie ead! ters id | Ter W Vt il 
. ' } 1 | | 
| iter | witht Ons Which Iipired he had not austril 
ray »TADIOId, VOU ll see h correction in there where he said hi 
rep) nt ws merely to d t) lyuit is mMahy copies Ot the tabloid 
) { timmy reasoning on that was that if it could have bee 
| ms |t el tliat he « | not ad tripute the MOOG0 Coptes ot 
| f sstillinthe clea 
Ile cor | have distributed only a hundred and still met the kere 
1 1)) i rhe ¢ re ii a) Lhel | Lie t | he 1) | 
( ‘ ‘? { rel 
\I fit I so ft hi e mace thes idaitiol ind interlinea 
1 wei stl Out i | ovoluntari y é 


Mir. Becker. With no objection on vour part to your mak 
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of man-hours which are used to gather those facts which rest in the 
various Government investigative files, so there was no intention, J 
don’t think, on my part or the Senator’s part that we felt or anybody 
else that we could duplicate the facts in there. 

Now, of course, I started with Senator McCarthy, I am truthful in 
stating I have worked many long hours and been very active in at 
tempting to get as many facts, witnesses and testimony that would be 
pertinent to that inquiry. 

Mr. Becker. And during the course of your investigation you hav 
been able to find certain material in the light of that investigation 
which puteria! has been furnished to Senator McCarthy or others, 
that COTTe¢ ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct, as well as witnesses. There were over 
thirty witnesses that were obtained who were reliable who apparently 
had some very pertinent information to furnish, but who were not 
called by the Tydings committee. 

Mr. Becker. And you knew that to be a fact, did you not, Mi 
Surine / 

Mr. Surine. Absolutely. It is part of the record. You can read 
just the part that is in there on the Ted Geiger case. I think it is very 
illustrative of that point, 

Senator Henprickson. What case isthat. Mr. Surine ? 

Mr. Surtve. Theodore Geiger is an individual who is very, very 
high inthe ECA set-up. He was an assistant to Paul Hotfman. There 
have been previous committee investigations to some extent of Theo 
dore Geiger, that is the committee, the committee being the Rapp 
Coudert committee in New York. From the transeript in you 
‘Tydings hearings you will find that sometime in April, I think it was. 
er in May. Bob Morris called to Senator Tydings’ attention in ar 
executive hearing the fact that there were reliable witnesses, two at 
least who are now college professors and well regarded, who previous!\ 
had been secret members of the Communist Party cells and who wer 
members with Theodore Geiger. 

Senator Hexprickson. All I want to know is you investigated th 
case , did vous 

Mr. St RINE. Yes, 

Mr. Becker. Now with respect to the post card project, you sa 
that there were a number of volunteers working on the post t ecards | 
Washineton. 

Mr. Surrne. That is correct: yes. 

Mir. Beexer. And do you know where some of the volunteers wet 
working and where you picked up some of these cards and when yo 
mailed them / 

Mr. Scurine. I picked up several batches of cards at your Repub 
lican headquarte rs on Connecticut Avenue. , 

Mr. Becker. When you say “Re ‘public an headquarters,” you rete 
to the Republican National Committee annie irters, is that right 

Mr. Surrne. Yes. the Republican National Committee headquan 
ters, where a e9od ian volunteers helped there. J] picked up a Zoo 
many cards which had been farmed out, so to speak by the Lees, a1 
l pl eked up a good many of those ecards at the Lees’. and there wa 
a a lot of work of acd lressing’ « ‘ards done in their home as we! 
as others. There were some volunteers. 
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] | ! : ; ; 
| think the Republican National Committee sent severn] volunteers 
tOWl, I would hot Walil LO ¢ Liat them, because | don't K 11 \ 


ow many were there, but that was at Senator McCarthy's offic 
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Mr. Surine. I had not met him or ee of him until just 3 or 4 
days before the week end of November 4-5. 

Mr. Beckxrr. Now, did you ever hear anything which would indi- 

cate that the reputation of either Mr. Nilles or Mr. Moore was in such 
a category as to link them up with such charges of kidnaping, extor- 
tion, and so forth? 

Mr. Surtne. None whatsoever. 

Mr. Beever. And | gather that your reputation has been clean and 
unblemished ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. And how old are you? 

Mr. Surine. Thirty-four. 

Mr. Becker. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson / 

Senator Hlenprickson, Mr. Surine, on this now famous ride, who 
did most of the talking / 

Mr. Surine. Most of the talkine was done by Fedder. TI did the 
driving and he was directing us, and [ think he was so talkative about 
the money between he, himself, and headquarters in order to justify 
why he lied to us, that he was trying to paint a picture that they owed 
him a lot of money, wand so on, but he did most of the talking. 

Senator Henprickson. | take it from that testimony that the prin- 
cipal conversation had to do with the finances of the campaign as they 
related to him, 

ir. Strine. Yes; what he volunteered. I want it clearly under- 
stood, which is right. None of us, we didn’t know any of his financial 
agreements or details with the Butler headquarters except what he 
volunteered or what he gave us, 

Senator Henprickson, You had nothing to do with the Butler 

campaign, did vou, except in these projects / 

Mr. Surine. Yes; except what I have testified to vesterday and 
today: that is right. 

Senator Henprickson. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ¢ 

Senator Smira. Mr. Surine, with whom have you discussed your 
appearance in advance of appearing here at the committee, exclusive 
of Mr. McDermott and Mr. Becker ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. As I indicated, I have discussed the facts of this ride— 
and T guess that is what vou are referring to—what I would have to 
testify to here—— 

Senator Smirn. No: T mean generally about your appearance. 

Mr. Surine. Well. I suppose at least 40 or 50 people. 

Senator Suira. That would be casually ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Senator Smrryu. Did you have any specific meetings or conferences 
with anyone or group / 

Mr. Scrixe. The only formal or specific meeting, Senator Smith, 
that could be called as such was out at Mr. Becker’s home. Mr. 
Becker had not talked to me or even gotten from me what my facts 
were, What I could relate, and the last Sunday evening or Saturday, 
I think, Mr. Becker called me and asked if possibly I could personally 
meet with him and relate to him what happened, what the facts were. 
} think we set a time at about 6 p.m. this last Sunday evening. 
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As I recall on the cross-examination, when I was present, in this 
committee when Mr. McDermott, I think it was, or possibly Mr. Becker 
questioned him, from _ time we left the post office—I wasn’t here al] 
the time—up until 5 a. m., in the morning, as | remember it, he had 
gotten us up to the an ‘ve ie nt at Sa.m. On his own examination 
right up to that point every move that he testified under cross-ex 
an anne 1 that we made was pursuant to the general purpose of col 
lecting stamps and cards. 

I dion’ think—I os of course, read the transeript—from the 
part | he ard it is very apparent to me that he had gotten us up in the 
evening's festivities or the evening's action upto. »o clock in the mor 
ne, ae he still | las vet to testity to this committee any specific word 
that would indicate a threat physically to life or physically to his 
family. 

If you will read his testimony—excuse me for saving that. T mean 
I haven't read it, but what part L heard of it, he has vet tO say spec iff 
cally what threats. He merely says, “I was just seared.” He has im 
phed in there but he hasn't yet named why he was so frightened. 
Either 1 was supposed to be carrying a gun, which I wasn’t, or I had 


 ¢ bo me wav I ite ned him 
Now [T thi that is very portant I don't recall while [ was in 
the committee hearing him specific ally state the reason. He O1ves 


some general things. Ile brings in the Baltimore Police Department. 
Vi e does that, I don't know. se that I threatened him with a 


‘Those are vords | think were planted with him, but at the same 
time he has vet, as near as [ remember hearing him, to testify to any 
real facts that would indicate such a kidnaping and such fear. , 

Senator Smirn. Can you think of any other specific instances where 
he might have repeated lies ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Lam sure of onething. If Mrs. Edwards, with whor 
I was very well Impressed, were to tel] the truth—and | by lieve =| 


‘ 
willifshe were led to this committee—] believe that she could easily 
corroborate the “fact that wh ile we were the re, there Wits nothin ao bh 


friendliness and ventlemantliness. It was my mMpression she felt 


I oC 
were some sort of friends of Bill Fedder at that time. 


| ere Was no ¢ Xp mation in mv presence To her while | was there 
by Bill Fedder or anybody else to her appl yr her of Just who we 


were or W it Wwe were suppo ed to be doing. Te merely announced 
to her that we were having to eall the 7 roject off, and I think if M 
Halley relates the truth. on Lorraine Sosa when Bill Fedder we 
mi that house with Ewell Moore, I think $3 was, or Geor 


I 


{ 


re Nilles, [ 
think she would also, if she spec the truth, I think she ean easily show 
at least what part she—there was a longer period of time there in het 


ho Se. Phat was the last top. ‘Mins 


‘ 


ertainly should be slakert to relate 
whether or not Ewell Moore looked like a murderer or whether h 
looked like a young kid. 

Senator Smiru. Excuse me. Mr. Surine. IT am more interested 
What you think about vour own position. 

Mr. : riNE. My own position, like I am trying to relate the points 


Oo 


where [think Fedder can be shown to be a liar, I think that just about 
COVers it. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman. it is evident that someone has com 
mitted perjury before the committee, and since it has been charged 
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it Mr. Fedder has committed perjury and that he has been induced 


commit pe rjury by senator Tyd nos and Mr. Fried, I 1 K If 
perative that Mr. Fedder and former Senator Tydings be r 
r further examination; also that Mr. Fried war 
under oath before the committee. 
Phank Vou, 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Hennings / 
Senarol HrenN N ¢ May | have ex bit No ZZ. pie 
NI surine, wheh Was 1 er fj St i CONVEPSALIO | 
vi LN ( onnected with the FBI a 
o W Lr'e 
Mir. SuRIN Qn 1 ( ( ( s 
~ tor H NING During t ent { ( 
Lave ra 
\! SITRIN | } 1 re t. wa > | it 


| oft the a ( I I 
-_ 7 iT } elle | | ! 1 ‘ ( | | 
( Pionhie ( trere tf } } ( ce l R 
i\ ! ! Lppuare 1 aid Ol k 0 * mol mk - | 


| that | \ 0 ‘ Ite) 
} 
vot t) ) ne W (| itel 
~ itor Hy Ninas. [| remember \ rte Lie 
ry that the FBI v ent if 
\| “| | pared ( oO! I t 
Senator Henninas. The onl 


e entered the door of Orey rest I 


nd of ina bie, r 
Senator Henninas. Yes: I remember tha 
\ir. Surine. We were sitting in a booth, I t] 
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ator Hrenninas. Where did you get the paper that you mad 

writing on? 

kine. The paper, I got it from an envelope which I had my 

ive material and other things that I carried under the seat 
[ can assure you I don’t do that now, but 1 was then carry 


cat of mv car wher it Was convenient, a big brow 


it 
. } ] 

ind other stutf of investigation that IT had. and 
paper in there. 

itor HHENNINGs. So when you went into Oreys Restaurant you 


> Dinnk heels of 


Y ater! il with vou. did vou é 
INE. Yes: I did 


Hh NNINGS And ly a you determn fore you went 


the car, Henator, wit! 
stabips out in the ea 
determine how many 
ber mentioning when 

is much Bill Fed 
decided at that pot, 


.. oe : Rc ‘ 
. Lihat we should vel 
1? 


ill Fedder that. 
him specifically about 
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Pol blank sheets of 
x so. too.” He says, 
nt on the amount of 
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Nii Py 


{ ‘O99? 
O prepare 


“Let's prepare a State 
hy 


bhimarv oft What 
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Mr. Surtne. Yes, sit 

Senator Hy NNINGS. Did I not understand you to testify earlier tl 
you thought this was of little or no importance 

Mr. Surtne. You mean this signed statement / 

Senator Hennincs. Yes. 

ae Surtne. No: I don’t believe I Sale 1 that. 

nator Henninos. I may have misun derstood you. 
Wha did you have this memorandum draw) if you thought the 


about which we have heard so much on that night were Oo] 


epis sodes { 


» importance? Did you not say that you thought they were rela 


vely in onsequential at the time? 
Mr. Surrne. No. 
Senator Hennines. A perfectly orderly usual effort during the eve 
ning in the course of the campaign 4 
r. Surtne. No: I don’t believe I stated that. Senator My feeling 
er was this: On November 9, when I dictated that 
randum, the thought occurred to me that Fedder, without the 
in Baltimore knowing anything about his actions 
bout the statements which are summarized there, 
\ well go ahead and pay him off. ceieiens he had performed 
ork, that he owed them no refund. So, I dictated this memo 
ummarizing as much as I could in summary fashion the back- 
led up to this statement here plus what I thought were 
by him wl ch would be of interest to the Butler head- 
who had to carry the finances. 
Senator HENNINGS. Ne w, this was on November 9? 
Mr. Surtne. Yes, sir 
Senator Hennings. That you dictated this 
Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 
tor HENNINGsS. id you addressed it to Senator McCarthy; 
Ir ¢ 
‘| hat is correct, 
Hiennines. And what instructions did you give to have it 
. from Senator McCarthy's S office to Senator Butler? 
The instructions | mave, [ said, ‘Take a memorandum 
: send a copy of this memoran dium witha p yhoto 
statement and send it over to Senator Butler’ 


’ itor Hennineas. Was that done? 

Mr. SURINE. | presume it Was ] ( n't be « ertain of that. 

Senator Hennines. Do you not know whether or not that was done? 

Mr. Surtne. I didn’t actually mail it, Senator. I did not actually 
mail it. I presume it was done. 

I later learned that Fedder- didn’t Fedder testify something to the 
effect that Mr. Mundy had possession of these, this memorandum 
statement? 1] think had some conversation with Fedder about paying 
off a later bill, something to that effect; but, as far as my own direct 
knowledge. ] presume it was sent over. | nates have LO presume it. 
I instructed that it be done. 

Senator Hennines. Did you know anything about the financial 
arrangements, whether completed or not, between Mr. Fedder and the 
Butler campaign headquarters, when you dictated that? 

Mr. Surrne. I did not; no, sir. 

Senator Hennines. You knew nothing whatever about that? 
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Mr. Surtne. No. 

Senator Hennines. And did you yourself sion these opie — 
i have photostats made for mailing to the Butler hi idquarte) 
otostats of this statement ? 

Mr. Surine. No; I had no photostats made of that. 

Senator Hennings. But you did ask the young lady in the oflice to 


i. copy of that to Senator Butler, or his headquarte: Ba 


\I SURINI } that ! 
Senator Hennines. Anda copy or a phot 
Mr. SurtNE. Not photost | that 
. il HENNINGS. Eg } t } orjoimnal 2 
\] ss IN] | { e it 1 } rio ‘ 
uv Ilenn as. Ye Did they ll o ) e) ; 


Senate Hin NIN¢ But ( 
ime co\ n other words? 
Vir. Surtne. That is corre vt 
Senator HrnNINGS Phat s rol N ve Vin 


Senator Hennincs. W (sak veliamemiik ty 3 
\ SURINI Y¢ 
J itor HenninNGs. Yo tarted writing ; | 
e you were sitting there 
Mir. SURINE. Yes. | rid. “Wr ly as will 
Senator Henninas. And. as vou wrote it | ae 
Keddet quest Ol ; ‘ 
Mr. Surtne. Well, in order to write any line, [ first had to ask him 
exact address was, and he gave it to me, and L wi 
Senator Hennings. I take it you first 
’t vou? . 
Vir. Surtne. Yes. 
Senator Henntncos. Because vou would not have know? a 


dle initial was H in all probability; would you? 
Mr, Surtne. That is correct: ves. 
senatoy HENNINGS. And you vid to Mr. ledder, “Wy 4u IQs \ ur 
name?” and he said, “I am William H. Fedder.” 
Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 
senator Ly NNINGS. Did you say anything to him with r¢ spect to 
ng this statement: “To Donald A. Surme: Of my own free w 
\ ord’ ? Did you say anything to him about that / 
Mr. Surtne. Yes. After 1 got his full name, I wrote a statement 
to this effect: “To Donald A. Surme: Of my own free will and 
ord,” which you see there in your opening paragraph, and he read 


It was at that point, I might again add, at the time I started 
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I was intending to 


og put in any add 
‘that I felt were pertinent. 
astute 


opening phrase, or the paragraph whic! 


| that he did hot desire to p 
he bribin 


t 
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ome avout 


‘ver Vou Want t 


ito 
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{ 
ng of an individual o 
ie ' ' 
attorney 


nas rth, without 
or Hennines. Yes 
: ea 


We Wilil 2 
Ca lttie w le DUCK, 
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Federal 
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RYLAND SI 


Mir. Surine. Excuse me, Sena 
more fully, if 1 may. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes, sit. 

Mr. Surine. That happens t 
viduals who raped or dest 


1] f° 
ll of 


Department n the fa 


ement t 
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Mr. Surtne. My recollection is that line by line, as I wrote it out 
| passed it over to him and oave it to him. 

Senator Hennines. Well, then, why was it necessary for him te 
make corrections if you discussed each line with him before yo 
wrote it? 

Mr. Surrne. As I explained earlier, Senator, he had clearly indi 
cated during the course of the evening that he was to distribute 
500.000 tabloids, as I wrote it in there, and when | passed it over ts 
him he made corrections here. “on a big basis to distribute and”: ana 
then his correction is “mail as much of 500,000 tabloids and as many 
Butler pamphlets as possible.” 

Now, after that, where you see the words “as many,” I had pre 
viously written in in that sentence the flat 500,000 Butler pamphlet 
and he made this correction here “of tabloids.” and he passed it bac] 
to me. As Tr ‘all that, he salad, =a did not agree to put out SOOO 
pamphlets.” So IT said, “Then vou will want that struck?” So hi 
Sid. ‘} es,” so | eK it out, and that happens to be one Corres 
tion in my han where you see the words “as many,” at whicl 
time I pass ric] im and IT said, *Would you please put you 


} | " ret g°? 
7 r/c here now a correction £ 


{ < 
The same thing to conform with his statement to me, where I put 


1} ] 
} 


In the words “as ssible,” that 1s in my writing, and he pul his imi 
under it and missed it over to him for both things. 
Senator Hy INGS.,. When vou vel down to “a little over TOO00.” 
where is his initial there: do vou see it ¢ 
Mr. SURINE. I don't see his l! itials there. senator, but | do recall] 
tiris, that he had TO expla to us what he meant by metering, ] did 
not know what he meant by metering, and he explained that origi 
nally, as here he previously said only 70.000, and after we had turned 
the discussion, Bill Fedder was telling me something about how you 
etering. I think vou have to buy a machine, as I reeall it. and 
you pay the post otlice the amount of n etering you have to ao, 
nce he stated that he had been paid for the metering 
Then he was rather vague. lirst he said flatly 
y 75.000, and then later durmg the time I was talking 
he said, “Well. a little over.” 
fact that that is not initialed, I think is primarily ai 


Senator Henninas. Now, you witnessed it, and Mr. Moore witnessed 

ind Mr. Nilles witnessed it 7 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

senator Hi NNINGS, All three ot vou! 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Senator Hennings. Had any of you other gentlemen, or these othe: 
cventlemen., besides yourself, been with the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation / 

Mr. Scrrne. Not to my knowledge. I believe I am the only one 
of the three that had heen with the Bureau. 

Senator Hennines. Was there any conversation between you, 01 
any of you and Mr. Fedder, about the Annapolis and Hagerstown 
distribution ? 

Mr. Surtne. There was. Fedder gave several versions, I think, 
during the course of the evening when we were riding along. He 
first told us about the distribution of the different pamphlets. As 
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ear as I can recall, Senator, Fedder stated that he was to distribute 
0,000 Copies of a tabloid im most of your major areas or cities 
Marvland. and as near as I can reeall his agreement with the Butlet 
headquarters. as he related it to us. was that he was to mall some of 
em to your rural areas. 
Now. where Kedder got his mailing list from I don’t know, and 
oor-to-door delivery in Baltimore, Frederick, Hagerstown, and | 


k he mentioned Cumberland on one occasion, and Cambridge 
Id... ind Salisbury on the Eastern Shore. 
Phe ite t wa ! th s Ve wranht | thin | mel oned ( I 
isked n. “Well hen d \ tart d ting e ta 7 
ch Ti a, ist a matter of 24 how ist vesterday I 
rted tate, he « rie Friday night uid he Lumea ul 
ol LAI (| ripu Oy the uli | he had Vol Ul lett ( 
' nt of mol rit W | r fi 1 
1 MeVT LON. 1} re Ww ! Vine ot () On¢« \é 
{ I think | = phra tha ibli 
ff was Butler « paign tie-up, but to go « iS nea 
{ ilo I tl I isKt {hu | { ort ti! ( \ 
yourself or did your employees ? And he Wd Why, no Lo 


t rn é id co acre ltodo | i may l i { iS SOIT peopt A 
rner of a certain street in there I said, “What are thei : 
Hi uid, “I cannot remember. J V1 t remember a thing abou ‘ 
' “The \"¢ men t¢ } Hiv 1 1 a i 8) i( ( rit 
{ ne there’ al lhe s 1. “Yes 
Now, that was the conversat ic L, he t ed aro 
‘ rT, Wé aD } | Lidl t| i he W ( 1 | t iO ) 
Annapo I think that is the only town he left | les B mort 
| t know whe er that answers your questi or not 
senatol H NNINE No before Vou eNXe ied ft lettey ( 
Wrote t ¢ { had OU Dad an cl : ISSLO Wit Mii 1 rab 
lying and cheating, as I believe you have expressed it ? 
\I SURINI | (| nt heheve | under tana } t 1] r? 
} ymout | Ving at cheat ho I think t \ e | 
tilling the thine off. ce nled with tl itement it I I 
nk—or, rather, that he did not think his g rls could get it out. 
Senator HenNINGs Did vou have a V dis sion with hi i 
wing lied and cheated before this was drawn and signed bv h 
Mr. Surtne. At the post offic we may have mentioned it agai 
es, [ mentioned it again. when he brought the stamps out of his 
ome, Senator, b muse it fitted In with what he had told me 1 the 
office. He Said that he had mia led | } itech of between LWwel \ 


d thirty thousand ecards. 

Senator Hennenas. But vou put othine in the statement about 

‘Iving and cheat ne, , 

Mr. Surine. He stated that he did not want to put it in the statement. 
Senator, without the advice of an attorney, as well as other statements 
‘i ch he had related to us over the course of the evenll oO, 

Senator Hennines. You asked him whether he would let that 
he statement, did you ¢ 


1 
ICL | } ro 
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Mr. Surtnr. No. As I explained before, Senator, it was after— 

Senator Hennines. I am sorry. I must have misunderstood you 
then. 

Mr. Surmne. It was after he read that opening statement, that was 
when he made the announcement that he did not want to put anything 
in the statement that might be damaging to him, without the advic 
of attorney. 

Senator Hennines. After he read it over you suggested something 

hould be put hn about his lying and having chea ed / 

Mr. Scurtne. No. 

Senator Hennine. How did he ha 

hing init about lying or che: 
RINE, That was after I had passed it over to him, and all I 
t} Une paragi h you know, the opening 
he sa d. “Well. Don. ] don't Waht to put 
heat you out of these stamps and the 
or attempted bribery”? whicheve 


sel.” And I said, “All right, 


Iitout! 


litst paragraph, 


to put anvthing 
hout the mdvice oft al 


Mr. Surtne. Tha rig 
Hrennines. Well. ] sald. “IT will | ol ato vet long if you 


I will sien it for wh: purpose you want 
t it 
No, not exactly, 
Henninas. hh 

Surine. hh 

at oe Fh, a 
bribery. And when 
I said “Well, let’s 


Mr. Surtnr. Yes, sir: ves,sir. 
Senator Hennines. And throughout the course of the evening of this 
eression of stops throughout the city of Baltimore, there was 
inv time any d sh irmony) of any kind ¢ 
Surtne. No: not 
nator Henninas. Did . Fedder ever make any suggestion to 
hat he had had about enough for that night and would like to go 
me / 
Mer. Surtne. Not that I reeall: not that I reeall. 
Senator Henninas. Not that you recall? 
Mr. String. I would be almost positive on it. See, as we said, “So 
long.” to him, he shook our hands and apologized again for making 
| ittempt to try and cheat us, and 


k Senator Builer is going 
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Senator Hennines (continuing). And there were three of you 
there, and you all spoke to him in the softest and most kind terms, 
you had no feeling of rancor or disappointment or bitterness about 
It. 

Mr. Surine. If I had 

Senator Hennines. All I can say is it is rather remarkable. 

Mr. SURINE. As | explained to you before. ] was not an otticer of 
the law. I was at his merey, really, if I ever wanted to get back 
if he wanted to steal all the stamps he could Say that he passed 
them out to the homes, and I am just speculating now, to give you my 
frame of mind on the thing and why I may have been patient but 
he could have said, “Well, | have passed out these stamps to all these 
homes, and I don’t know what they have done with them.” He could 
have said that easily, very easily. [ had the responsibility, if T could, 
to salvage the unused stamps, al | we had to rely On Bill Kedde 
for that. 

Senator Hrennines. Now, Mr. Kiermas had delegated to you this 
lob, nad he, or had delegated ing | mean, to Mr. lfedder / 

Mr. Surine. To Mr. Fedder. 

Senator Hennings. Yes. Mr. Kiemas had selected Mr. Fedder, 
hadn't he? 

Mr. URINE. | don't know who had selected Mr. Fedder. All I 
know is, my understanding of it was, that originally Jean Kerr had 
possibly called Fedder about ite and then later Ray Kiermas called him 
to make specific arrangements with him. 

Senator Hennrnes. Now, did you and Mr. Miermas have any dis 
cussion about his testimony before this committee, before he came 
her ¢ , 

Mr. Scrine. Did Mr. Kiermas and I? 

Senator Henninas. Yes. 

Mr. Surrve. I would say that we had several informal discussions. 
| recall 

Senatol HleNNINGS. Now. ust a om Le, please, What do you 


‘informal discussions.” as distinguished from formal ones, 


Well, if Ray Kiermas, or anyone else, had contacted 

said, “Well, now, Don, I would lke to spend 50 minutes with 

CLs with you my appearance before a committee.’ | 

would like to discuss it in great detail. I think that would be almost 
i formal. you Know, conference. 

There were several times when Ray Kiermas—I think the first 
time he t: me he was trying to recall in his own mind what 
time it was that we were in Baltimore, when he and I met Fedder 
In that restaurant. 

There were some other points, we discussed the fact generally as 
to what he recalled and as to what I recalled. That Was done pos 
sibly two or three times, while we were around the oflice, or when 
[ happened to be in the office when he was through. 

The discussions themselves, as near as I can recall, and I think I 
am fairly accurate on it, probably did not last over 3 to 5 minutes. 

Senator Hrennines. Did you have any discussions with Mr. Moore 
about his testimony before the committee ? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. We discussed it, naturally, after the Pearson 


broad ast, where Moore Was deseribed ws my bodveuard, and I Wis 
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nd of a political Gestapo with a bodyguard in Chicago fa hion 
hy, he did diseuss the fact that undoubtedly he was supposed to be 
ne of the body ouards that Drew Pearson referred to. 
Senator Hennings. Well, with relation to your testimony before 
s committee. 
Mr. Surtne. In relation to my testimony 4 
Senator Henninas. His testimony and your testimony, 
Mr. MURINE. Certainly, we discussed together several t 
[ will say this, we prepared, or I prepared my 
lepen nth * his. ‘There were question , possibly, try 
between us what we could recollect as to the time elem 
Senator Hen NINGS., Well, the reason I asked that, Mr. Si 


+ +] j ‘ ] 
l nere is any hy hipropel ! peopie Who are ha 
- i 


| who are to be called separately talk to each ot er, tl 


most natural thing in the world to do. 

Mr. Surtne. That is right. 

Senator Henninas. ‘These statements whicl 

Lee, and Which have been read, seen to be un\ ir’) ‘ 

porlaht particulars, and insofar as the unimportant o1 . ; 

Now. Wiis there nl \ joint collaborative effort made in the prepal 
of Mr. Moore’s statement, your statement, and Mr. Kiermas’ 

itement é 

Mr. Surtne. No. 

senator Hi NNINGS., Did vou all rea 

fore vou came before the committee ? 

Mr. Surtne. Not that Tecan recall o 

Senator Hennines. Well, now, jus 

Mr. Surtne. The one basic pring 


' 


)) 
ze that 1f a group of people are te 1] 
neerely, the truth will stand up. The 
Senator Henninas. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Surtnge. You will not have 


@mthes mn oO} 


statement, | read I: \\ 
ttine over there 
‘pas ut tothe press alt 
Senator Hi N NINGS. 
fore yesterday / 
Mr. Surtne. Not of that statement: no, sir. 
Senator Hennings. Or of any statement 
e to this committee ¢ . 
Mr. Surtne. Not his completed statement. 
cussed the facts with him. 
Senator Henninas. Now, sir: may we pause just a 
Mr. Surine. Yes. 
Senator Hennings. Did you see any part of a statement that 


Moore had prepared or was in the course of preparing for present 


committee before he came in here vesterday i 
Mr. Surtne. In answer to that I will state that the onlv one th 
recall, he had written out, I think, when he was trving to prepare a 





NATORIAL 


n longhand the situation as near 


yw) re Wwe 1s) ! } 
le} we have testihed about t! 


parth 


Vou, 


Lire 





ator Llenninas. 


Mr. Surtne. I thinl 
Senator HENNIxGs 


Mr. Scurine. Yes 


senatol Hi NNINGS, 


MoNRONPFY., Saturday be 


Ing to expedite 
: » . 
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Mr. Surtne. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Did you take any cards to Baltimore for mail 
ing on Saturday ¢ 

Mr. SurRiNE. Lam almost certain I made two or possibly three trips 
over there. 

Senator Monroney. Saturday. Where did you pick the cards up? 

Mr. Surtne. One load of cards I picked up at the national com 
mittee headquarters, I believe it was, and in that same load I went 
over to Rex Lee’s house and picked up a load of cards there, and I 
think there was a small group of cards, or a group of them that I 
pie ked up right in the office: they were people that had been sent over 
here, volunt 
them in. 

It is my recollection that | took and made two or possibly three 


eers, and they took some home, and they had brought 


trips, Senator, over to Baltimore, and mailed them. 

Senator Monroney. You have enumerated three pick-ups, and after 
each pick up vou took the cards over / 

Mr. Surtne. No: just again, like making a round, I went over there; 
they had a few ecards, possibly a thousand to 1,500 or 2,000, whatever 
the amount would be, and then I went over to Lee’s and picked up 

15,000 ecards, and whatever the load was that I could vel from 
places, and then I would take them over to Baltimore. 
Monroney. You made separate trips for each pick-up to 


~ Surine. Of exc 
nator MoNRoNEY. 
Mr. Surine. Ea 
Senator MonRoNEY. i don member whether vou went 
woor three times to Baltimore 
Mir. SURINE. 
Senator Monro t3 annot iitely how many times / 
Mr. SURINE. cane lefinitely state. IT drove 1.700 miles that 
bet Wet ‘Tre al dl Bal ! 7 just rrving cards over, Also I 


had take previot _ = mie | ed. t] s bl le sutler pamphlet over, 


a load of that 1 my car ¢ r to Fedder’s establishment. 
Senator MONRONEY hat was Saturday 
Mr. Surine. No: that was during that ° 
senator MIONRONI r. 

Mr. Surine. During : 

Senator MoNnRoNEY. lont remember what day that was? 
Mr. Surine. I don’ nember what day that was. 

Senator Monronery id you pick up any cards Saturday from 

Mrs. ae ! di ck, who wa ch uve, the lacly that Was employed to do 


Ids 


MOK Td 


/ 


most of the card addressing on a commercial basis! She just testified 


here earlier. Mrs. Hendrick ? 
Mir. Scurtne. L don’t know whether I met her or not. There was 


I 
one time, whatever day it wa . there was one afternoon when l think 
t was Mi ‘ Lee or Bob Lee went with me ima car, and I think picked 
pa group of cards at some avenue over _ a ll. it would be | indi 
iting 1 don’t know, it is the southeast section, I don’t remember 


address. | remember there Was One place th re that I did vo to 
e time o1 one of my trips. 
or Monroney. Was that Saturday / 


nt know whether tC Was Pat 


ir 
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= itor Monronery. So far as vou know, then. tl 
ie were Trom the Lees, from the Republi ih nationa 
from Senator Me¢ ‘arthy’s otlice on Saturd L\ ¢ 

Mir. SurrNrE. As far as I can reeall. 

Senator Monroney. And you made two or three ti 


yhich. o saturcaay ¢ 


. | ' 
\iy MCRINE., Iwoort ee TTODS On SuULUTadav : Ve 


Senator Monronry. When vou went Sunday did yor 
when you had your | fternoon or early eve 
th Mr. Fedder ? 


I we se bo Bhaliimore later that taal 
. VIONRONEY Phat wir Ou Mii 
| ce al J 2 | Oe 
\/ sl N] Ye LLevVe Lhit { Val 
5 iLO} Ni N NEY ie ht remenibet vhether l 
itt oO ( { | VO \ ! the | 
] hey it ¢ 
\ir. SURIN On Sunday / 


Mr. Surine. I think so. 
Senator Monroney. Well, wouldn't you 1 bel 


wretse seenis to te so stark Crientl I Vi ! 


We Git 
SS itor Monn EY The Saturday aftern it Line 
e Senate Otlice B ld Ly ( Mi Ii 
md ips, | believe ye ud you were th 
it oO 
Mr. Scurine. Yes; for a very brief time. 
Senator Mi NRONEY. And at that time, Mr IX rma 
ot know how many ecards, and he did not know hov 


vas turning over. Did vou hear anvtl Ing avo 
Mr. Surtne. No. The situation had been, let’s see 


s. | vot back it was on Saturday night, whateve 


pick-ups you 


| cadquarters, 


’ t 
) Vol Lr’é 0 
] 
tiKe V < I 
ao ra) er ( 
} { ’ 
Cove y t 
\ ( | 
} ' 
\ | ( 
? 
? ] 
} } 
i t cr 
; T° 
A 
i’ 
l (I 
) { 
t t ] 
\ 
’ \ 
l Ver ¢ 
t ) Wee 
Lhe t wa 


either 9 or LO 0’ lock, Sen wor, what | rot back Lo the Senate Otfice 


1 
» 


ding in my car, having Just taken a load over to Ba 


if 


more TO ma 


\s I got back and was going in the police entrance of this building 
: | = . oe 
iW Ras Kiermas across the street unloading, or talking With, any- 


v.twomen. I spoke to him, I went over to him and ] ined him, and 


} } 
t } 


had either Just completed putting the stamps and irds in ¥ t 
eddet ir. I talked very briefly with them. I don’t know w 
CFeTLLE I~ RR i\ Ix erTiva reid mace, It vould have Wee) | 5 
.somewhere in that ne ohborhood. Ser itor. 
Senator Monroney. But at that time vou did 1 
or how many postage stamps were being given to him ?/ 





derstood that leeck 
nereed TO CLO LHD ¢ ards: 


aav testihed o ) 


arrange 


<4) forth. the quest ion 


id trving to make the 


d told somebody, but 
was in the city of 
ubstations ha ° 


tl 


{ 
| remember 
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Senator Monroney. When you talk 
Kiermas on Saturday. did Mr. Fedder te 
voing to he able to eT OUL DOA, al cl vet 

Mr. Surtne. I did not talk to 

Senator Monronry. You just ran ont 


versatiol 


’ ' 
\Iy SURINE. ] I tno direct Ol ( if 
l } thy mia VO Du ness estab 

' > 7 

Dbutier pPampthiet fo ove } Porvcit live e { 
red Fedder. and Wil ) LO 4 


! ( ) \\ I | t ed TT? } 1 
> } nile} } t ] 
bail \ Chat bis ulhaderstanad or Wa \ I ( 

( ‘ +] ] }y« . | 4 { 
Mt) ids it e nad reed, to ot 0 
wererl edt AIMOTNE OT Cre Oot wo! 

1 ! 
iat yd been tin ed the 
| 
se had Dbeeh Nn (it wid that W ( 
I elt \\ tO ’ ( | ] ™.) } t 


! ay rad Dp f T hive 
\Iy Powe] lt Pee 1] ’ 
\ a>] ( \ é i 
( } el 
~ l ! \] aN \ j l 1 } ( 


: 
e Ti tquirtel \ ( 1 ! ell ¢ 
= lon Jonk 

“i itor MONRONPE) You \ oO ki 

elope whether it was ecks oO 

OT O} mnvthine/ 


+] ; ] as 
} HAT THeV Were Checks, 


Senator Monronry. Where wer ( 
know ? 

Mr. Surine. L would have no knowledge 

Senator Monroney. They would be con 


Mr. Surrne. It was from Washineton 


si] }] Nii NRONEY |; } why e l \\ i> 
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Mr. Surtne. Well, they were checks that had come in, and in going 
over to Baltimore I did so at the suggestion of Miss Kerr, and like | 
said before, I drove over to headquarters on one oecasion with Mis 
Kerr when she asked me to go with her. 

Senator Monronry. This was another time when you had thes 
other checks ¢ 

Mr. Surrne. Other than the time Miss Kerr and I went over. 

Senator Monroney. Yes; you took some checks over at anothe 
time. 

Mr. Scurine. Yes: there were two or three times when I took at leas 
what were papers in an envelope. What they were I don’t know 
It was on one occasion when Jon Jonkel stated he was expecting 

and I presume that is what it was. I handed them over to him 
I 1 there was another t ime, Coo, when I was Yroing over to Baltimor 
to, let’s see, I was picking up the cards at what is it, Wolk’s or Volk’ 
pri ting place ¢ 

Senator Monronrey. Wolk. 

Mr. SURINE. Ye 5. | stopped by headquarters and picked up some 
materials and papers there in an envelope and brought it over and 
turned it over to Miss Kerr. 

Senator Monroney. But at no time did you receive money, cash 01 
checks, from Mr. Jonkel for the payment of bills‘ 

Mr. Surtne. No, I did not. I had nothing to do with the payment 
of any bills, Senator. . ts 

Senator Monronry. And Mr. Jonkel never asked you to carry any 
payments for any kind of accounts ? | ; 

Mr. Surine. Not that I recall; no, sir. I do not reeall anything 
about it. Tactually had nothing to do with the finances. 

Senator Monroney. About what was the date you took these tw 
checks over to Mr. Jonkel that you mentioned ? 

Mr. Surtne. I don’t think I mentioned the number of checks. 

Senator Monroney. Well, I understood you to say checks, 
presumed there was more than one. 

Mr. Surtne. In going over to Jon Jonkel’s office, as near as I car 
recall on that, I think I had to wait a while until Mr. Jonkel—he was 
either out or he was tied up—and IT handed it to him, the envelope and 
the papers, and whether or not—well. from his conversation, aus neal 
as I can remembe r, Senator, on that one trip he mentioned that he 
had been expecting these checks, whatever they were, and he the 
wave me an envelope Lo take back. Now. what was in that, [ don’t 
know what kind of papers it was. 

Senator Monroney. I was trying to ascertain the date. 

Mr. Scrine. It would have been within the—— 

Senator Monroney. With respect to the election, I mean: electiol 
day. 

Mr. Surrne. It would have been within the 2-week period | 
that. 

Senator Monroney. Some time 2 weeks or earlier—I mean or late: 
toward the election; is that right? 

Mr. SURINE. It would have been in that period of 2 tod weeks prio! 
to November 7; sometime in that period. 

Senator Monronery. And then you 
McCarthy's oflice through Miss Kerr, 


the checks from Sena 
velieve you said, 


or Tt 
I | 
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OT 1O5( 


Mr. Surtne. Yes, that is correct: 


velope, if they wer checks or other mate 


is correct. 
‘rial, | rot four or five t 
here | made them over to the headquarte! : 
Jonkel or turning them over to Mrs. Van Dvke. 
Senator Monronry. I see. Now, on tl 
Nilles and Mr. Moore 


\ ' 


I 


1? Vinge 


~“Omeo! 


1 1 
at about that 
at that time was whoever, w 
ody else that 


uld go arow 
} : 


cards at the various hot 


itor Monroney. You were 
Nilles telephoned Mrs. Fedde 
Ir. Scurine. No: I was not. 
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Senator Monroney. You don't 

d, whether they were extremely courteous or whether they we 
uerely factual, or whether they were brusque ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. No; Tdonot. Lonly have to presume. I know Ewe 
Moore an | | Cuhhnot conce hima illing up astranger, I don't th hl 
he met Fedder at all, il \ ‘aN conceive Oo] Kewell Moore callin 
1} the phone, : e Wolhlah ot anybody else, ana as Feddk 


, 99 
creamed, 


ud statement ( lasat Ewell Moore roared ah 


a! 


know what kind of language the 


ihvyone « 


used those descriptive words, 
( ‘Te wocntlis J r1eVeE Nir. \Ioore test 
adhdk one Mir. N Lhe 


i occurred 


Were ] 


it 


story fro} 


hil lec them, 


>he said, “the 

| ead male 
mnkly. and I turne 
he back window. 
were you In rel 


I was 30 or 35 
is maybe b: 


1} } 
.4 


ati 


‘ 
17 


Y 
Ut 


window, and | 
first I] asked him, “Do you recal 
hein@ mailed here tonight?” Ewel 
batch of approximately 5,000 and ly 
Butler post ecards.” because I ha 
had been going through t! 
sort them, and I said, “Has suc! 


and 380,000 heen mailed here to 


he group, and that wa 
y conversation with him, 
1 the terms of our agreement, and that no 
nailed there. 


a VOUNg mal ran <« ld man thi 


ly between 





senator NIoOnR NEY. 
him ¢ 


ember about 
Mr. SURINE. No. because 


. 1 
t know l xactly wl 
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Senator Monronry. And you would have had a claim against hin 
for the postage on those cards which could have been settled in 
business way in settlement of the final bill, because the Butler cam 
paign still owed him certain funds, I believe, at that time. 

Mr. Surrne. Yes; the understanding—the question is from a lega 
point of view, I suppose, as to whether or not orally, an oral avret 
ment along that line, and I think he clearly understood he was no 
to mail the cards, and I am not certain whether he testified to that 
here under cross examination or otherwise. 

Senator MONRONEY. You don’t think the re he sald he mall 


] 


Was Trightened because the lateness of 


ppointed you, ] aps, in what 


\\ 


M 


MH | Vas 1 
ONRONEY., 
, : 


O t thos 


Surnine. Ye 

tor Monroney. I belie 

Vil inmeciately. 

SurINE. Yes: that is correct. 


. 
. 


ator Monroney. Even though you had the protection of the 
nderstood agreement with Mr. Kiermas who said that he, Fed 
| be credited o1 ly for the finished card hat were received, 
ragreement late that afternoo, hi he would He « red te 
amount. 

Yes: that is « ; that is correct. I fully beheved 

} itted he lied at that point. 

‘annot figure his mind too 


oe 


} 


d this com 
mailed them 
perhaps anger, 

you arrived, becaust 


in the testimo} V heve of Mr. Moore he said, 
then left in » or 4 minutes,” That is Oh page L389 of 


is when you went to the window, and upon your return you 
liately confronted Mr. Fedder with the fact that no batch ot 
had been mailed by Mr. Fedder, and questioned him for some 
The testimony reads: 


Finally, Fedder in our presence admitted he had lied and under further ques- 


¢ 


ning admitted he hi: heen trying to cheat the headquarters of the stamps 
and money already given him for the post cards. 

] unde! stood your testimony to be that he immediately sald he had 
lied and that he was sorry he was trying to cheat and defraud the 
Butler campaign committee, 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 117 


Mr. Surtne. After I had questioned him and also mentioned to him 
e agreement that we had previously had the same day, he then stated 
»me, as near as I can reeall his words, he said, “Well, Don.” he said, 
‘T lied.” I said, “Well, why did you lie,” or something to that effect. 
Why are you lying? Don’t you realize that it amounts to attempting 
» detraud by stat Ing you mailed these cards?” 

In other words, my feeling about the matter was that unless he 


mitted he hed, if re kept insisting it was true, would there have 


en a real defense against such a statement, unless he were to admit 


il he had led about mailing the ecards, You 3 Ih other WOras, 

the man was saying he got tired of waiting and actually had a batch 

between 20,000 and 30,000 ecards to mail, I think my ld 
have paid him if ] thought he wa 


] c 


window had said definitely t 
r had een Matte d, I wou d have be li ‘ved 
eq redder. 
Senator Monroney. You had been told prey 
il employee that you or Moore had ma 
you % 
Mr. Surine. No. 
Senator Monroney. At that time. 
Mr. Surtne. No, no, I did not check with the 
Senator Monroney. How did you know haw many eards ther 
i said you asked him a minute ago if there | 
irds mailed and not just 5,000. 
Mr. Surtne. No, I am afraid you may ha 
ei . 
Senator Monroney. I may have. 
Mr. Surtne. When William Fedder told mé 
tech of between 20.000 and 30.000 ecards, I excu 
l tothe WW ndow and asked, und | sald, “Are ve 
ler post ¢ irds ?” I asked him that. the mn 
Ile said, “Yes: they have been com cr through 
* which was true, because I had been delis 
ling them. Then I said, “Now, do 
within the last couple of hours, or 
me time,” ert inly I don’t know 
Cl. Vo reeal this evening a large 
100 being mailed here?” He said, “No.” 
I thanked him and turned around and walked off. 
Senator Monroney. | thought you said someth hg 
he testimony—I may be wrong—about some batch of cards 
he through. 
Mr. Surtne. No. 
senator MonrONEY. Well, the record will show that. 
Mr. Surrne. I don’t believe I did, Senator. I had been mailing 
‘se cards on these trips over at the post office all week. 
Senator Monronry. You knew nothing about the 5,000 that Mr. 
loore had deposited at that time? 
Mr. SURINE. Well, Ves, I knew that. because as ] came on the cene, 
y, they had told me they had mailed this batch of 5,000 cards, 
it 1s correct, 
Senator Monroney. And did you know that 5,000 had been mailed 2 
Mr. Surtne. I knew that, oh, ves. 


} 
ao 
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Senator Monronery. That is what I was trying to get af. Dic you 


< it was necessary for all three of you to stay with Mr. Fedde: 
‘ming and make those card pick-ups ! 
Ne. LP think, looking back at it with hindsight, it was very 
we did. As to why they came along, I think it is 
| to state, other than the fact that it was a natural thing for 
to come along when we were trying to pick up stamps and cards 
back to Washi m, or the stamps and this check. 
\MIONRONEY. | three of 


vou beings in the same ear, 


were going around to pick them up with Mr. Fedder. 
gE. When Mr. x” stated in the post office he was 
) . | } 
then asked 


ave previoust tate “Is there any chance, 


ttempting to try to do this and so forth, 
. , : 


out anywhere 
i SLL before. 


and we 


eee and 


around 


—_ 
rWo fotoK 
» (r)T coffer 

} he } 


ST iit rene: 


Fedde tr had met him. 


PINE. You mean Fedder now ? 
Monroney. Yes. 
: Ir. 


, ) 
tternoon 4 


n I delivered 
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Monroney. Bu 
unburdenine all 
his OWT] 


Senator MoNroney. 
up ‘ these Ch 


fact t] 


Libpalerh 


N iturally 


wood 


more of 


ll Conversat 


stl 
Well, Vou see. my purpost 


Want t ) Ito 
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Senator Monroney. In your paragraph 3 of your memorandum yor 


and George N 
» to his aet 


ous 


bad distribute a 


I mean ! 

ie tabloid 

bute in thest 
and the next 

dealt with in thos 

irederick, Cin 

turns around and 

hough according 

alt with 

I lod, 

n I eame back to that, he stated that 
with headquarters was to handle bills 
Ibill dool LO door de] very in Balt more, and 
again I asked him, “Who in Annapolis 
said, “Well, I don’t remember.” 

You were trying to protect 


Lave 


had no interest im it, or no intimate part 

‘epting to dig up the photog uphis ¢ 

‘elt this, if the man, in my opinion, 

| it would be a good th ne where he ha 

netering of letters. and that he actually 
him it he had pa | back the refu 

the refund to pay back, and he sa 

{ ning him about this tabloid, wher 


ne pec 


were other ti 
i tf Stops we made. 
Monroney. That is all the questions I have. 
*Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 
M 


ONRONEY. Mr. Hennin 


LlenNINGS You told US | | before the noon recess, Mi 
der surveillance, didn’t vou? 
I forget my exact wording. 


itor Hennines. By whom are you under surveillance? 


vou were un 


SurRINE. Yes. 
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Mr. SuRINE. ] did not say that I was. I said that at time L have 
been by certain groups; yes, sir. 

Senator Hennineés. Didn't I understand you to say that you thought 
vou were now under surveillance / 

Mr. Surtine. I dont believe so. 





Senator Hennines. You don’t think you are now under 
nce ¢ 
Mr. Surtne. No. no. Don't get me wrong. Senator: I ar 
Vi honeurot GC. O1 behevu Y that there are 1 [Ot oT ACLOW {| ( 
round 
senator HenNINGS I did hol ‘ ( 1 } \i a ¢ | 
od you to say it 
Mr. Surixr. No; 1 red from 4 tion that 
a ed ] i t | ho | ( Ot | 
NASt vVear, 
sel itor Hy NUN Do (\ ( 6 
Mr. Surtne. } L know by whon 
Senator Hennt B m were 1 nak 
1 bee nder surveillance 4 
] | { 
ec ( ofl ( oO ( 
( a | eX t 7 1 i 
} ynere \ ag 
f then \ 
} rt! Heo ( er 
i : | 
estigation, I 
f r : 
Vy, Mm { l ve i! 
Mr. St gE. Atthe pi nt time I ean fi 
And I might say, Senator, I int to ' 
ite ce TO ( an l yr Ti re J \ 
olatine a contic ea 1 kre 
5 Reel: LienN NGS \\ i, \ \ ( t \ a 
1 I ecertan ( { , ‘ 
ere CLV , ) l ( 
{ { ( ( 
i\ bh hh, Ol © ¢ \ lv} 
‘ir. SUI I No.0 Lat “ ( 
ve t yt i NNIN( Ana i Lt \I I ( 


i Lake It bY sul ( a 

Mir. SURINE. W r, 
itor HENNINGS. Yes:and you have bee) pyected to that ¢ 

Mir. Surtne. Yo 

. or Hennines. Have y made at 


11 ' . 
eli, that What the tern Dapile °% 


\Mir. SuRINE. No: it does not bother me. 

Senator HENNINGs, It does not bother you 7 

Mle. Surtne. That does not bother me at all. It is naturally ] ( 
Pearson certainly must have made a decision some tim Lo Hi 


Rin | a ; 1 
harged several people, including myself, as being engage 





es Which primarily, I guess 


I Met uthiy the same week th 


Ls filed, l 


ll Moore- 


did. but I wo 


makes a flat state 


other vei 
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as told it was as follows: That the payment was made for the reason 
that actually 11,000 cards, so far as we could determine, had been 
completed, that being about a little over one-fifth of the job he had 
been given the $500 for, and that was out of consideration for the 
poor peop le, or the people that he had in the crews who had actually 
been making an effort and actually worked acl lressing the cards. 

Senator Monroney. Then the next morning you realized there was 
some money due him on this — card p roject, contrary to the memo 
randum that vou had signed the night before, or had written in your 


handwriting and which he signed: 


the project I dealt with on the Butler post cards I am hereby returning 
S500 check which was furnished by Mr. Surine today and 39,000 stamps 


eived. Inasmuch as I am unable to get addressed and mailed the 


ecards I said I hoped to and would try to complete, with this action I 


post-card arrangements which were made with Miss Jean Kerr and 


y ermus and Don Surine settled and a closed item 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. That was signed at 6 o’clock in the morning, 
roughly 2 

Mr. Surtne. About that: ves, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Then the next morning Miss Jean Kerr called 
Vou or rather. Miss Jean Kerr, | believe. called Mr. Fedder, did she 
1 ot ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I don’t know. I don’t know what took place there. 
I know my personal feeling about the matter is that he himself per- 
sonally, in view of his actions and his statements with us, was not en- 
titled to any money himself. He had attempted to steal at least be- 
tween S200 and $300, plus whatever we woul have paid him for that 
amount pere ard in stamps a ind money. 

I don’t know what consideration was given us. Then I have told 

u that there were at least 11,000 cards completed, and I think that 
whoever made the decision was bending over backward to try to be as 
fair and as square as possible about the matter 

Senator Monroney. That is all I have. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you learn about that transaction having 
taken place? 

Mr. Surtne. It would have been—— 

Mr. McDrermorr. A few days later? 

Mr. Surtne. It would have been possibly the next day, on the 8th. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at that time were you advised as to the 
reasons why the $115 payment was made? 

Mr. Surtnr. That is the way I understood it, in discussing the mat- 
ter with Ewell Moore, when I was talking with him, he said he had 
gone over—I didn’t see Ewell Moore after he left Baltimore, in fact, I 
did not see him until the next day, on Tuesday. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Who did you understand made the decision to pay 
him the 81152 

Mr. Surine. I am not certain as to just how that came about, Mr 
McDermott. Ewell Moore told me he had gone over to Baltimore with 
George Greeley and had given this check to Fedder. Now, I don't 
know the exact time, but the night before. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Well, now. at that point you told me you were not 
certain. vou don’t know whether Ewell Moore got the informatio 
and in the concluding paragraph of your memorandum, exhibit No. 


$1, you said: 
The same day Ewell Moore 


proceeded to Baltimore and gave Fedder a check for $115 


ment I asked Fe vell Moore about it. and | asked him what happened, 


nd he tirst brought up to me, I was trying to prepare this memora1 


Mr. Surine. That is, understanding when I prepare 


dum here, and not having had any part in that payment —— 

Moore told me then that he had gone over to Junltimore \ 

(areeley and iscoll, and that he generally expla ~~ to 1 

that he h: bal talked it over with Jean Kerr, and he explained 
SON hic] gave vou. They are more or less hearsay 


t 
wanted to lean over backward and be fair al 


was out of consideration for those women who were at 


» addressing whatever cards were gotten out. 
J McDrrmorr. ree with reference to 
r. ide ntified as ex] YY? IT don’t want to agai 

recumstances of the ‘afting, but L have an inference from y 
testimony—and correct me if Lam not correct—that the preparation 
of this statement was a re Wh \ laborious task: that you and Vii 
ledder worked together when it was done, that a substantial portion 
of it was written at Oreys Restaurant; that there was continual 
conversation back and forth between you as the statement was being 
pre} ared: that it was a atement for the mutual benefit of b 
you, for your protection as well as his, as you testified 

ien he went over each sentence very carefully. and 

ere apparent he made corrections, 

Now, is that the right interpretation / 

Mr. Surtne. Excuse me. 1 was interrupted. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I have the right impres 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Of what? Tam sorry. Wha 

Mr. 1 eager er iber Is that the With this 

e writin o of the statement was handled ¢ 

Mr. Surine. Let me deseribe it this way. The transaction 

at went in the statement wa exactly What William Fedder wante: 
to put in the statement, and I presumed when I took the stateme) 
would try to put Ina summary in the thing, a general summary of othe 
admissions here or statements that were more or less reflective Ol 
his business dealings with headquarte rs, and when he sald he did hot 
desire to put anything about the lying and the other things, which I 
mentioned, without the advice of an attorney, and we had that co. 
versation after [ had written that first paragraph, after that. from 
there on in, line by line, when I asked him address, and so forth. I 
| issed it over to him, he read it. and then J put in another sentence, 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. So without going itno all of that line 
by line, as the statement was prepared, subs sequent to the first para 
graph, vou handed it to Mr. Fedder and he read it: is that correct ? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. 

Mr. Me DrerMorr. You were both interested in havin £& every 

nent in her re to be: a correct statement: is th; at right 4 

Mr. Surine. That is correct. 
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enator MeCarthy, and the day he came down to testify he came to 
SsSenntlol MeCarthy’s office and lett | it, after asking Tol ve : 
not iat the time. 


Mr. MceDermorr. You indicate to us that there oO 
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As a matter of fact, I am convinced from my experience that there 


isa lot of this literature that never reaches its destination, and I won- 


‘4 


lered, in view of your comment, in respect to your conversation with 


Mr. Fedder on this subject, I wondered if there was any reason for 
vou to believe that campaign literature, or the distribution of cam- 


] ) 


I 


aign literature in this campaign failed to reach its destination? In 
ther words, from that conversation could you vive this committee 
iny information as to whether or not the Butler campaign may have 
ud for services and materials, and delivery and distribution of ma- 
er) il. from vi hich services it never had any benefit ¢ 

Mir. SuriNeE. That was my opinion when Fedder became so evasive 


about who he had dealt with. It is miy op nion today, and, of course, I 


} 


; 


} 


ave not had the opportunity, and T don’t know how the records of 
he campaign headquarters reflected, but I do not think that the cam- 
wen literat ive Was dist1 huted, Ht the Butler headquarters believed 
id been. 
Senator Henpricxson. In other words, I believe, or, rather, you 
hat the Butler campaign may have paid for services and 


eye ft} 
} 


I wl ich it did not vet é 


Mr. Surtne. Yes, yes; I believe that. That is my opinion. 
Senator Hrenprickson. And that vou gathered from your conver- 
ation with Mr. Fedder ? 
Mr. Surtner. Yes, yes; I did. 
Senator Hlexprickson. Do you have am er source of informa- 
on for that belief ? 
Mr. Surtne. No, not specifically, no. T think this, that after asking 
} ifiea Vv with whom he dealt on his first version ot what he 
ted, my motive was at least to try to vet the 
people W ho allegedly were supposed to do this. 
ink it might be very pertinent to check into the YMCA. 
sTrecallit, William Fedder testified that in Annapolis he made some 
ment with the YMCA, Senator, and I am not too certain 
actually was done. I think a check should be made dow) 
out from them who he dealt with down there in the 
hom, and what arrangements were made. He has at 
hat specifie lead or given the committee that lead. 
tor Henprickson. Well, it mig! 


oO Investigate. 


it be something for this com- 


} 


itor Monroney. Do you have any further 
itor Henprickson. No further questions. 
tor Monronry. Mr. Becker? 
ECKER. Yes. 
» when vou made the report on November 9—and I am 
» exhibit S| um made a complete report of all the facts 
them, of the incident which took place a couple of days 
re is one point I want to clear up. You did state in your 
lav Ewell Moore, pursuant to instructions re 
Jean Kerr, gave Fedder a check for $115 to cover the 
for 11,000 post cards which Fedder had addressed, with the 
id of prevel ting Fedder from making any claim Ol 


l he Was not paid. 


the same « 
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bit Sl, and exhibit 22, which is the statement ly Mr. Fedder, at 
he letter of transmittal were forwarded to the proper persons 4 
Mr. Surine. Yes. 
Mr. Becker. So it was not something new that the S115 was paid, 
otwithstanding the prior admission by Mr. Fedder that thet 
anything due ¢ 
Mr. Surine. That is correct: that is correct 
Mr. Becker. That is all. 
Senator Monroney. Did you have any further questions, S 
1,4 


You had knowledge of this fact at that particular time, when ex 


Senator Smairu. No questions. 
Senator Monronry. Mr. MeDermott ? 
Mr. McDermorr. No questions. 
senator Monronry. When Mrs. 


committee that in elo ne out the special account that some si, 

re or less, I think, was still in the account, and tha 

till WhO he | immed t over to, | { ne ! ect Three, | r VO! 

rself, Mr. Moore, or Mr. Nilles, I believe, as being the recipi 

that nmount of money, transferred it over to get it back 1 
unpaign fund. Did you ever receive any funds after the conclu 


{f the election from Mrs. Rex Lee / 
\Ir. Scurine. No. ‘The only funds I received, Senator, was after [| 
id kept track of my mileage for a week, it was all devoted to the 


t cards, and then IT submitted an expense account, vou might ca 
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As you know I am at present employed as Senator Butler's secre- 
tary. I am not, however, speaking in an official capacity. This state- 
ment has not been discussed with Senator Butler. 

Until recently I was a Democrat. My family has given loyal sup- 
port to that party for as long as it has been in existence. I had been 
a teacher, then an assistant “buyer in one of Baltimore’s fine stores. 
Then I had retired to the quiet of my home. 

During the past year many people have become interested in poli- 
tics for the first time. This is a critical period for our Nation. Every- 
one must do what he can to help—even if it is some small, unimpor- 
tant thing. If one can do some fine service for our country in its 
great crisis, so much the better. 

Maryland’s Gen. James Devereux falls into this last category. 
You know of his splendid war record with the Marine Corps in World 
War II. When the war ended he retired. Then, feeling that he must 
serve his country again in these grave times, he ran for office last fall 
for the first time. General Devereux defeated Mr. Bolton, a fine 
conservative Democrat with a splendid record and now represents 
Maryland’s Second Congressional District. 

Marylanders were generally dissatisfied with the present adminis- 
tration. We felt that Mr. Tydings no longer gave us the kind of 
representation that we believed was our right to expect. I person- 
ally felt very strongly and decided to volunteer to help the Republi- 

ean Party in any way that I could. Frankly, it seemed that there 
ou 1 be little that I could do other than address envelopes. T had 
had no political experience and knew nothing of campaign activities. 
1 certainly had no desire 8 months ago to work for a Senator, 

Not knowing exactly how to proceed I looked in the telephone 
directory for the address of the Republican Committee in Baltimore. 
Then I wrote a letter early in July 1950 stating my aims to the gr 
mittee and directed it to the office in the Davison Building. I did 
not realize that between elections the organization did not function. 
Although the committee headquarters therefore was closed the letter 
was forwarded to Mr. Robert Bonnell, a prominent Maryland Repub- 
lican. Mr. Bonnell interviewed me about a week later. As a result 
of our conversation this gentleman recommended me to Mr. Jonkel 
He in turn suggested that I work in Senator Butler's campaign head 
quarters doing whatever I could to help. 

On or about the 15th of August 1950 T began giving my time to the 
Butler campaign. In the beginning my duties were comparatively 
light bins as the work became heavier Mr. Jonkel gave me more and 
more responsibility. Toward the end of the primary campaign, it 
was understood, although not formally, that IT was second in command 
in the office. When the general campaign began Mr. Jonkel suggested 
that in order to make my authority evident, I assume the title of office 
manager. This I did although I received no remuneration. 

In the capacity of office manager I hired the small staff which our 
very limited funds allowed us. ‘T set up the office routine, I enlisted 
the aid of many volunteers. Mrs. Alexander Jenkins also asked for 
workers to help in the office. Mrs. Jenkins’ aides consisted of possibly 
a dozen women who came in at staggered hours to talk to visitors, ad- 
dress envelopes, assemble packages of literature to be sent into outlying 
districts and to help generally, 
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Mrs. Margaret Wright, a young Baltimore attorney, was one of the 
most faithful. A Mrs. Sappington, a Mrs. Oliver, and Miss Joan 
Spayvde “if nt long helpful hours with us. 

Mrs. J. Ross Me vers oT the he ‘Ip of more than a hundred men 

2nd women who worked in her home in Baltimore for long, tedious 
hours addressing and stufine envelopes. 

Mr. Charles S. Jackson, a retired businessman. worked continu- 
sly 11) headqui irters dur He the last month of the campaign solicit- 
iv funds by telephone and letter. Other prominent ee re bus! 
ness and professional 1 men, Democrats and Re publicans, busied them 
selves at this same task on the outside. 

Senator Butler's campaign had the active support of the finest 
1 eople ih) Mary land, Democrats and Republicans, trom its very begin- 


prey 


Mr. Jonkel vrote the speeches, radio seri pt Ss, an press release = 
is my duty to see that these were prepared in the proper manner and 
delivered on time to the destination for which they were Intended. 
Mr. Jonkel sketched his desires as to the newspaper advertising in the 
uunty papers, wrote the ‘ copy, and IL saw that the matter was ready 
or delivery to the editors in time to meet the deadlines. I handled 
Senator Butler’s correspondence having to do with the campaign as 
well as making his appointments. J opened all the mail which was 
addressed to the Butler Cobh paren headquarters, Mr. Jonkel’s mail 
alwavs remained sealed and was so delivered to him. If any of the 
mail that ] opened contained checks, they were immediately forwarded 
a matter of routine to Mr. Mundy with a covering letter. Those 
letters were at first dictated by Mr. Jonkel, later by me, and at last 
ritten by one of the stenographers as a matter of form. Literature, 
posters, buttons. stickers, bumper cards, which were delivered 
eadquarters had to be packaged and delivered to the workers throug 


out the State. It was hiv job to see that these people received tl 
material, A small group of volunteers working with us took care 
of this detail. All visitors to the headquarters talked to me and unles 
Was IMposst le for me to handle their problem, Mr. Jor kel aid not 
ive to see them. ‘Telephone calls were handled LN) the same Way. 
Because L was familiar with the thinking of Maryland people and 
better than Mr. Jonkel the slant that our publicity should take, 


Prequel tly, although hot always, discussed these details with me. 

Our primary Was on September 18. Because of the close resu 
ad the slowness of the count in many sectio1 we were not sure that 

Senator Butler would be the » Republi an senatorial candidate unt 
clays before our convent ion, Grener: | M: key sent a Gracious teleocram 
needing the nomination ana econgri itulatine the Senato In the 
eantime we had proceeded on the premise that we had won and we 
lanned accordingly, but we could not be sure. Our el tioh was nly 


WOE ks away. 
rs VeKeldnu 6 forees and OULS JO ned to form one « rOaAnNIZA- 


‘} fr. Jonkel, Mr. Sherr. who was the Governor’s campaign mnt 
( Moar Souavh | iter, our State chairman, ose the s ein 
Baltimore Hotel for our headquarters. The Butler offie 
ntnined in rooms 332. the volunteers room: 334. 14 whieh Mi 

md one ecretal ork (| soli it Y Tun Is: peo Mi hh ¢ 

nd Io pied: and 8. which was Mr. Jonke hes 
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day. Meals for the most part consisted of sandwiches and coffee 
taken on the run. 

[ think that it would be well for me to clarify one point. I did not 
see the newspaper From the Record until after its distribution, 
although I did know that such a piece of literature was in the making. 
Mr. Jonkel arr: anged through me for the Young Democrats to assume 
responsibility for its printing and distribution. I asked Mr. Fedder 
to pick it up at the Times-Herald in Washington at the direction of 
Mr. Jonkel. Mr. Purnell of the Youne Democrats was unfamiliar 
with handling distribution and asked me to discuss this with Fedder. 
[ did. However, it is my understanding that Mr. Fedder has stated 
that I asked him to dispose of the tabloid on the day before election. 
Phat is absolutely untrue. 

I am amazed that so much Importance has been attached to From 

Record as a factor in Senator Butler’s victory. It is my under- 
standing that Mr. Fedder admits that he disposed of 150,000 of these 
onthe city dump. T have heard that a William Christopher has signe: d 
a statement that he disposed of 70,000 more. That means that if all 
of the remainder were placed in the hands of the public, only 280,000 
were distributed. I doubt that even that number were circulated. 

When Mr. Tyvdings complained So bitterly on the air and in the 
press about the newspaper, we in headquarters received calls from all 
over the State asking what he was talking about. 

In passing I feel that 1 must add that because of the controversy 
raised by Mr. Tydings I have taken it upon myself to make a persona! 
survey of the effective ness of Krom the Record. ] have talked to 
al least 200 people, most of them from Baltimore and Baltimore 
County, a few more Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties, asking 
about the newspaper. These people did not know me nor recognize 
the purpose behind the questioning. At ASE DOU percent of these 
people stated that neither the V nor their a had seen the hew- 
paper. Of the 10 percent who had seen the paper or who had frien 
who saw it, not one person said that it influenced his thinking in any 
way. 

A< to the tact that certall SUIS appear hot to have been proper! 
routed through our treasurer, let me say that every check that wa 
contained in a letter which was addressed to the Butler Campaig 
Fund, or delivered to me in person, Was prope ‘rly listed and sent 
Mr. Mundy. The checks which Mr. Jonkel has listed in the suppl 
nientary report must have been delivered to him by courier or els 
addressed to him personally. I have previ iously stated that M 
Jonkel’s personal mail was delivered to him unopened. 

In cleaning out Mr. Jonkel’s desk at headquarters at the end « 
the campaign l aiscove red notes on the bac] ks of enve lopes and Wie 
scraps of paper listing an initial and an amount or in some cases | 
date and an amount. These sums were important ones. At th 
time these notations had ho significance and were discarded as trash 
| believe now that these may have been lis records of the amount 
which were eventually listed in the supplementary report. 

Mr. Jonkel left headquarters at about 1 a. m. on election nigh 
He -_ ned only briefly that Friday, the 10th of November to pir 
up a few person al effects. That was the last time I saw or heard fro. 
Mr. Sy kel until I came to Washineton. I have talked to him brief! 
twice since then. 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Naturally, T have followed the investigation closely throug! 
press. I repeat that the stress laid on the hewspaper “From the rec 
ord”? has astonished me. I am equally Surpl sed | ‘I 
pl iced on the part that Senator Me¢ ‘arthy played. 

| Say that the emphasis placed upon Senatol 
ut of all proportion to the part that the | 
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re McDermorr. You were not teaching at that time? 
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i 
s that you first began working in the Butler campaign / 


s. Van Dyke. Yes, that was in the statement too—the early part 
ueust 1950, around August 15. 
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Mrs. Van Dyxe. No. 
Vir. McDermorr. In any convet 
dy, do | understand that you a 
le Marvland law ? 
Mrs. Van Dyke. I at no time diseu 
| MeDermott 
Mr. McDrermorr. Is Mr. Mundy, , 
his earlier testimony that he talked with vou on the 1 
Mrs. Van Dyker. Yes, lam afraid that he is incorre: Ge 
Mr. Mi DERMOT rs 1) cl Vou have occasion to talk to Mr. AY | Hay te 
omleally rather regularly ! , 


if is 
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Mrs. Van Dyker. Oh, I should say so, but only to ask him to sign 

checks promptly or something of that nature. 

Mr. McDermorr. His capacity in the campaign was official treas- 
urer: is that correct? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, in these regular telephone conversations did 
you have occasion to discuss the fiseal or financial aspects of the cam 
paign ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. My only dealing, Mr. McDermott, with Mr. Mun 
dy, was simply to send checks that had been sent to the headquarters 
and, in turn, to request Mr. Mundy to make out checks in payment of 
certain bills that we had received. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Did you have occasion during that time 
and in those conversations to discuss the status of your finances or 
What moneys were available / 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Well, naturally, as hard up as we were, it was well 
to know whether he had enough money in the bank to cover a bill that 
L had hoped to be able to pay quite promptly. ‘That's the extent of it 
nowever, 

Mr. McDermorr. At any time during your identification with the 
campaign of Mr. Butler and in your capacity as office manager, were 
you aware that contributions were being received that were not being 
reported to Mr. Mundy ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you aware that disbursements were being 
made from your oflice « - from the headquarte rs otlice that were not 
being made through Mr. paws ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. That’s a little hard to say. Yes, I was, but I was 
under the impression also that Mr. Mundy was being notified of 
those things. 

Mr. McDermorr. And how was he being notified 7 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Well, now, that was my impression. I had sup 


posed he was being notified either by Mr. Jonkel—by Mr. Jonk 
either on the telephone or throu: oh the mail. 
Mir. McDermorr. Did you ever discuss that with Mr. Jonkel / 
Mrs. Van Dyke. It wasn’t my position to discuss it, [ was a volu 


Mr. MceDermorr. I am not interested in whether it was your pos 
tion to discuss it or whether it was not, or whether you were a volu 
teer or Whether vou were not; LT asked—did vou ever discuss it wit! 
Mr. chess 

Mrs. Van Dyker. No. I never did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel tells us with reference to that same 
transaction he understood you were oliiias ng Mr. Mundy. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. | don’t know how he vot that Hupression, Mh 
Me Dermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, would you describe for us just how yo 
handled campaign contributions that were received in the head 
quarters office / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes, indeed, 1 would be glad to repeat what | 
have in my statement. If they were addressed to Senator Butler’ 
Campaign headquarters, or if they were delivered to me or to Mi 
Jackson, who worked in the headquarters soliciting funds, they wet 
sent to Mr. Mundy with a covering letter. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And were those covering letters dictated or pre 
pared under your direction ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. In the beginning Mr. Jonkel dictated them; later 
[ dictated them; and then somewhat later, the stenographer did it 
ust as a matter of form. 

Mr. McDermort. Now, ] understand that those were contr butio1 
hat were received in envelopes addressed to the campaign committee 
or to the campaign generally as distinguished from correspondence 
ddressed to Mr. Jonkel personally ; is that correct / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct; because Mr. Jonkel’s ma 
jained unepened. 

Nin. Mi DrerMorT. Now. with reference to those checks 

ive been received in envelopes addressed to the 


] 


ressedl I any Inannetl other than to Mr. Jonke 


iose checks all get to you’ Wasthat the proceau 


iss through your hands? 

Mis. Van Dyke. Yes. 

Mr. Mi Dermorr. Lre you atl fied that al} 

eC Ck mpaign committee did reach your hands : 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes, Lam very satisfied of that. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you also tell us that 

fied that every check that reached you in th 
o Mundy? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Absolutely. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you recall whether in any oO} 
tances a check that you received in that manner, or which 
vour hands, was eashed by some one in the campaign comm 

| disbursed from the office ? . 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Not to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. McDermorr. What record did you keep of these 

mis that were received and which passed through y 

Mrs. Van Dyke. They were sent to Mr. Mundy, he 

Mr. McDermorr. You kept a record in your office ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. I kept no record. I think there 


1 


LV have copies of the cover ng letters that were 
Mr. McDermorr. You kept a copy of the lett 
| Miu dy and that WoO ld be the record / 
Mrs. Van Dyker. That’s all the record. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you maintain any bl 
n which vou kept a record of contributions 
Mrs. Van Dyke. No: I did not. However, I understand 
[y. Jackson kept a record of the funds he personally solicited. 
Mr. McDermorr. Was that record, as you closed the campa 
lice, ever turned over to you 4 
Mrs. Van Dyke. [don’t know. It didn’t come tome. It may have 
turned over to Mr. Mundy directly. I don’t know however. 
Mr. McDermorr. These funds that you received and which passed 
rough your hands, were they all in the form of checks, or were any 
f those contributions in the form of cash ? 
Mrs. Van Dyxr. I may have had—vyes, I can recall one in the form 
cash for approximately $300, which was sent to Mr. Mundy. I 
t recall who contributed it. however, 
Mr. McDermorr. You recall one contribution of $300 in cash ? 
Mrs. Van Dyke. I seem to, ves. 


i¢ 


4 
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Mrs. Van Dyke. I had seen him in the headquarters a couple of 
times, 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated in your statement that Mr. Jonkel 
wrote Mr. Butler’s speeches and it was your duty to see that they were 
prepared in the proper manner and delivered on time for the destina 
tion for which they were intended. You mean by that that Mr. Butle: 
would be campaigning in the State ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. McDermorr, In what manner did you deliver those speeches ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. If they were intended for the radio stations fon 
raclio broadcasts in Baltimore or Baltimore ne Wspapers, they were 
delivered by hand. If they went to the outlying districts, they wer 
lelive red by mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. What if the ‘y were to be delivered by Mr. Butler, 
for subsequent personal delivery by him ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. They were usu ally delivered—lI cannot reeall hor 
estiv of his delivering a prepared speech anywhere except in the city 
of B iItimore, so Wwe would have eiven it to him by he ind, of course. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you were in charge of the transmission of 
the copies of these speeches / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Of the transmission; yes. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Do you recall that you ever transmitted any of 
his speeches via Mr. Kraus? Did he ever deliver any of thos 
speeches ror you Lat your reque st ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Yes. Senator Butler was at Prince George 
Cow ty. We hadn't seen him for several days. Mr. Kraus was in 
the h —— ‘ters to see Mr. Jonkel. We were wondering how we 
aia vet Senator Butler's spee +h to him. Mr. Kraus mentioned that 
ie Was going to Prince Georges County and asked if he could be o 
service. I handed him that speech. Yes; I remember that. 

Mr. McDrruorr. Did you ever have occasion to give any money 
Mr. IKKraus for any purpose / 

Mrs. Van Dyker. He has a newspaper, I understand, the Labo 
Herald. and on one occasion, eck he did receive che ks from t] 
headquarters for advertising which he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever give him any money for any oth: 
purpose other than advertising in the Labor-Herald ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. I do not ee I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not recall that vou did? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I do not att deal I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether you were present wl 
anvone else Qvave him any money other than the payment for adve 
tising ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dykr. There was a check for S600 which went to M 
Krau for election-da\ expenses that | know ot. | do not reeca 
whether I was present at the time it was given to him or not. 

Mr. Mi 1); RMOTT. How ado you know that che k was in the amou!l 


of S600. 


Mrs. Van Dyker. Because he insisted he be paid promptly. M 
Mun Ly was not available at that time. Mr. Jonkel either wave hin 
check of his own or gave him $600. Then I personally called Mh 
Mundy and told him that Mr. Jonkel had given this man the amou: 
and he was to reimburse Mr. Jonkel and show on his stub that it w 
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Mr. McD RMOTT. Were you connec ted WW ith the disbursem¢ Hit 
other election day funds ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I suppose I must have been, although I cannot re 
member any specific instance of any election-day funds passing d 
ectly through me, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. Me Ly RMOTT, With reference to the t iblo G: Krom the R eora 

hich has been identified in the re “this subcommittee a 

bit No. 1, when did you first become aware that 

terature was being contemplated or | lanned 4 
Mrs. Van Dyke. Well, vague lv. I was vaguely 
repared, I should say, a month before, 

any part OT it prior to its distribution me 


gue in my mind litit 
Mr. McDermorr. A 
October L:1is that com 


M 


rs. Van Dyke. | 
iv be wrone, 


Mr. \icDern 


} } +} 
That Ste . a 


Mrs. Van Dyke. 
Mr. McDermor 
sit with anyone else 
Mrs. Van Dyxr. No: I do not th 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever d 
(s preparation Ww th Miss Kerr ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyxr. How. eal 
i See, | had ho part 
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s. VAN Dyker. 

MeDrermorr. 


. Van Dyke. 
[r. McDermorr., 
arranged for the 
ve vou indicated 
Mrs. Van Dyke. That 
Mr. McDermorr. Woul 
nsaction ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyker. Well, Mr. Pun 
e very anxious to ado somethin 
hneton, hink, l@ Morning ¢ lng » from thi hotel, 
ing worked on. 


, } 
Perhaps 


W 





Were, 

Mr. McDermorr. T) 
Freeman, Mr. Purnell aa 
\I Van Dyke. M1 

bh rors Nir. Jo} ke] 


Vir. McoDrermorr. Wa 


Via \ N ly K} It 
, 1 
\I \I i VOI \ l 
\I \ N LY KI ' 
\I \I | . \ 
\ YY KI } 
Mel 
\ yry 
\ ris i 
‘ | | 
1 ' 
| 
‘ 
. 
‘ \ 
ii 
| 
| 
1) \ 
1) ) 
} 


ifter Mr. Jonk 


St 


NATORIAL ELECTION QO] 


rryvy to 


Wills 11) 


have created that 


and Mr. Peterson 


} 


\\V 


ts nore or less 


informal diseus 


A 


V50 


WpPLTessLonh, 
i 


were the 


Oll the edges, 


O}) 


bet weeh 


Nii W. I, Peterso. | a Miv. Jonkel ? 


is there briefly 
he did weave ad 


(| 


he may 


Mr. 
two 


Mi 


have 


Le defi itely, lh 


ttle while 








fnances were bogvge ine down, au 


the Butler campaign effort: and, 


NX Dy 


VMeoDernme 








748 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. McDermorr. You were present when that check was turned 
over ¢ 

Mrs. Vaw Dyker. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any call to the Times-Herald—| 
believe vou indicated that you called the Times Herald to ascertai 
when the tabloid would be ready for distribution: is that right 4 

Mrs. Van Dyker. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you prepare a letter which you subsequent 
gave to Mr. Fedder so the tabloid could be picked up ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you contact Mr. Fedder to come to Was! 
ington and pick up the tabloid ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyxer. That is correct. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Did you have any connection with the arrang 
ments for the dist ribution of the tabloid 2 

Mrs. Van Dyxre. Yes. Mr. Purnell knew nothing about the d 
tribution. Quite frankly, I knew only a little bit more; because o 
my activities in the campaign headquarters, I was a little bit bett 
capable of discussing the matter with Mr. Fedder and he took car 
of and. as I said, he would take care ot the distribution. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that the only discussion you had with him 
Did you have a discussion with him as to the manner in which th 
tabloid should be distributed and where ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I went into the subject very thoroughly. H 
was to deliver in Baltimore by hand, in some of the larger towns b 
ha d: and the rest of the distribution Was to have been taken Cal 


} 
i 
i 


of through star routes. 
Mr. MceDrermorr. What understanding did you have with him w 
reference to payment for services for the cost of the distribution / 
Mrs. Van Dyker. My impression in the beginning was that t] 
Young Democrats would take the responsibility of it, but, as it lat 
{ 


turned out, we had to pay it. It was all lumaipe a Tou ther in one st 
mMVvthiIng that was outstanding that had to do with the campaign. 
Mr. Ni Derm ig Did any ol the Young Democrats for Butle 
Mr. Freeman or Mr. Purnell—participate in the arrangements f 
this distribution, or was that handled pretty much between you a 
Mr. Fedder ? 
Mrs. V \N DYKE. li Wis pretty much bet ween ie and Mr. edd 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you have occasion to discuss the qu 
of the distribution of the tabloid with Mr. Butler prior to its d 
tribution ? 
Mrs. Van Dyker. No. 
Mr. McDermorr. You did not ? 
Mrs. Van Dyker. In the first place, I do not think I saw Mr. But 
in ageregate of 50 minutes during the entire campaign. 
Mr. McDermorr. I believe you indicated in your statement 
spent very little time in the headquarters because of the demands 


. ] ] } : + } ° 
me during the campaign and was there about a half dozen tim 


s that correct ¢ 


Mrs. Van Dyxr. That is correct. 
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Mr. McDerrnmoi Es You also state in your statement: 


I think he felt it unnecessary (meaning Mr. Butler felt 
the campaign office) since he left the admin 
Jonkel 


unnecess 


that correct ? 

Mrs. Van Dyxr. That is correct. 

\Ir. McD: RMOTT. Your understanding was that 
Jonkel the entire handling of the admin 

mpaign ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. He did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever see a copy of the mat 


oposed to be used in the tabloid before it wa printed ¢ 


Mrs. VAN DYKE. Do you mean as it Was prepared Ol d 
le accumulation of clippings and photographs ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. I refer specifically to the fact 
kel’s testimony he indicated that, viter tur 

Miss Kerr, sometime later she 

urters in Baltimore, as I reeall h 
eets. Did you ever see that? 
Mrs. Van Dyxe. No. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you eve 
fore it was printed ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyxe. No, absolutely not. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did vou have : 

1 of photographis for use in the 
Mrs. Van Dyker. No, except a 

! de and xe pl them. ul 1] 

the tabloid at ill. 
Mir. MeDrermorr. You 


é 


] ited in eariv Octobe 


} Se pnhacec 
iow Pot) 


I elit 4 
Irs. VAN Dyke. 
Mr. MceDrrmorr. 
Mr. Butler’s law oftice 
\ha ‘ \ LN DyKr. Yes, 
| remember 
hat went on at th mie. 
\icDrermMorr Do vou remembe 
her vou knew anything about wh 
\ivs. Van Dyke. No: I do not. 
ir. McDermorr. Do you remembet 
how anvthing about It ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyker. No. 
Mir. McDrrmorr. Did you 
lquarters after election / 
‘Irs. Van Dyker. We rece 
ted them. 
MceDermorr. Did you request copies 
Van Dyxe. Yes. Naturally, we want 
McDermorr. And he brought them over 
. Van Dyxe. Yes: he b it them to me. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whet 
over a payment for the space / 
Mrs. Van Dyke. There w: 


en a misunderstanding 


Mr. McDermorr. 
Mr. Van Dyke. It 


Ol tl 


Van Dryki 
1 Vo) ld 


\I Mi 1)y RMOTT, Do vou ] 
Mr. Jonkel e 
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brought to this subcommittee on the day we resumed our hearings 
that those checks must have been delivered to him by courier or ad 
dressed to him personally? Were you aware that checks were bein; 
delivered to him by courler, 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. Just as I knew they were being, in some instance 
as I have already stated, delivered to me personally, 1 would suppo 
that he was also receiving checks personally. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Mr. Jonkel in his testimony was very complime: 
tary of your ability and your efficiency and 1 am inclined to agree wit 
him in that evaluation, but he also indicated that you were second 
command in the office: is that nght? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. In that capacity and as manager of the offic 
you were probably in regular contact with Mr. Jonkel with ref 
ence to all the various phases of the campaign, were you not 4 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Well, as regulary as it was possib le to be. M 
McDermott, there were too many things hap pening too rapidly 
| ave as close liaison as you ret ally shoul | hi ive In any org nization 

iit kind. 

Mr. McDermorr. Am I to correctly understand your testimony 
mean that in all that time and in all those conversations and conta 
at no time did Mr. Jonkel indicate to you that he was recelving co 
tributions? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. When you are hard up and you get a check tha 
is juicy, shall we say, vou just naturally come out waving it, “He: 


i 
] 


what we have been looking for.” You know that. But other tha 
that, there was ho sensible conversation or businesslike conversatio} 

Mr. McDermorr. Let’s assume he came out waving this juicy o1 
for SLO.OOO0, 

Mrs. bey Dyke. I am sure I would have remembered that if 
had wave it before my eyes. 

Mr. Mc D, rmorr. Assume he waved a less j juicy one than that. Y 
asumed that check would ultimately reach Mr. Mundy ( 

Mrs. Van Dyke. It would be my definite impression that it wo 
be sent to him. 

Mr. McDermorr, You operated under a kind of illusion that 
was to be sent to him ¢ 

Mrs. Vaw Dyke. Call it an illusion if you please. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever follow up on it ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. No: I did not. 

Mr. Me Di RMOTT, Then some ot these checks ap p are ntly ’ rece ive “dl | 
Mr. Jonkel were brought to your attention in that manner: is tl 
right ? 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have an awareness or any conversat! 
with him with reference to the fact that he was making payme! 
from the office? In all your conversations did he not at any time ind 

‘ate to vou that he was making payments from the office ? 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. I do not remember spec ifically that he did. N 
I will tell you, Mr. McDermott, I have read so much about this thi 
and IT have heard so much about it that it is a little difficult at tin 
to differentiate between what I actually remember and something th 
I have heard. So it is really difficult. 
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Mr. McDermorr. I am sure it is: that is correct. Ag 
distinguish between your independent recolle 
ve recently read. But do you recall hav 
r. Mundy with reference to his inability 

W ith referen eto his, Mr. Jonkel’s nal 
vet bills paid promptly ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyke. Let me tell you a story. 
Mr. McDermorr. Go right ahead. 
Mis. Van Dyke. I will show you how inacce 
opposition to Mr. Mundy’s statement. 
Mr. McDermorr. We should get that clarified. 
Mrs. Van Dyker. Mrs. Bedell, who was 

hard worki YF WOlhan, a Wolhal O} 


the very beg 
before 
lv’s oflice 
tittnme 
to take a 
somet e atte! 
She sat down at her typewriter and put 
| burst into tears. After the flood had 
r what the matter was. She 
hh. He had bee} 


} cdlv’s offic eagva 
the ollice and he could m4 Stop 


{F)) the two checks she brought him. 


With all due respect to Mr. Mun 


e and I like him very much 
ng us the k nd of service that » hone ly needed, 
Mr. McDrermorr. Mrs. Van Dyke, what | am primarily interest 
whether vou and Mr. Jonkel had any discussion between voi 
Ve with reference to this situation. . 
Mrs. Van Dyke. Any actual discussions, no; but ¢ 
rks were passed OCCASION ally about Mr. Mundy’s 
Mr. McDermorr. That was a kind of mutual tl 
Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes. 
Mir. MceDeruoorr. In connection with those con 
el ever indicate to vou that that situation made it 
Oo directly disburse funds? 
\Irs. Vaw Dyke. I don’t think he ever did. 
Mr. McDermorr. He referred in his testimony to a procedur 
ch he deseribed as a short -cjreuiting technique. 
Mrs. Van Dyker. I know. When 1 read Mr. Jonkel’s testimor 
was the first I had known of it. 
Mr. McDermorr. His testimony to the effect I have indicated be- 
e this committee on the date it was oven was the first information 
had of that practice ; is that correct ¢ 
\Mirs. Van Dyker. Yes. 
Mr. McDermorr. I understand also that at no time did you have 
ision to familiarize yourself with the law of the State of Mary 
qd and at no time did vou ever have conversations. telephor we oT 
erwise, with Mr. Mundy, where any of the provisions of the law 
re discussed. 
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Mrs. Van Dyker. Never. 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions at this time, 

enator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mir. Becker. Mrs. Var Ly ke, while we are on the subject of Mi 
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experience, brief as it may have been, 
pOSITION seelis to me to be i full Litre 

Mr. Becker. Mrs. Van. Dyke, you 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Never. 

Mr. BECKER. And yout resume of 
newcomer and your baptism under fire : 
one In my experience, but | Wiaht 
these Camipalrgt iCLIiVities, 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes, 

Mr. Beceker. You prey 
forces and yours Joined to for 

better deta 
VAN Dyke. At 


Y davs atte 


Tin 


| not huave red’ Lle was u } ( 
abl Phil Nir. But lk % would ty 
indidate, at t] time. Mr. MeKeldin’ 


ind the State chairn with Mr. Jonk 


floor that were t ‘Omprise the endql 


» other side. 
Becker. During 
lipalgn headquarters 
operation é 
Mrs. Van Dyxr. Absolutely 
Mir. Becker. Did Senator But! 
ipaign tled ih With Gaovernol! 
Van Dyke. It 
together, as it were. 


vernor MeKeldu 


vi ribute one of the fac 
ection the fact t] overnor MceKelad 
kdate Tor Groverne na 1@ Manner mn 
a) Is that what I cvather from youl 
Mrs. Van Dyker. That 

Mr. Beexer. There was h 
e team of MeNeldin, Butler, and 
Mrs. Van Dyker. Mr. Gunter 
Mr. Beexer. They were tvp 


/ 


Mrs. Van Dyke. That is right 

Vii Bre KER, Did they all speak from the 
Mrs. Van Dyxe. Yes. 

Mir. Becker. Did they meet the same grou 


its of \I irviland ? 
Mrs. Van Dyker. Yes. 


i) 
+ 
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Mr. Becker. Were you in touch with Governor McKeldin’s office as 
part of your duties in taking care of the itinerary ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Numerous times every day. That was one of the 
things we cooperated on. We were in almost constant touch for one 
reason or another. 

Mr. Becker. So there is no misunderstanding in answer to Mr. 
MeDermott’s question, there was no friction or misunderstanding of 
any kind in connection with the campaign activities 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Definite ly not; none whatsoever. 

Mr. Becker. There was the one instance as to who should pay for 
what ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That was not an unfriendly discussion. It was 
simply a matter of calling attention to a mistake being made. 

Mr. Beexer. In other words, it was a joint venture with respect to 
the payment ot the cost of operations at the headquarters ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. That is right; absolutely. 

Of course, we paid our own room rent and they paid their own room 
rent. There were certain independent pieces of literature that we 
had to do because Senator Butler was not the well-known man that 
Mr. MeKeldin was. On any joint venture they paid their share and 
we paid our share. 

Mr. Becker. Fifty-fifty ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You men {101 ed Mr. Joseph Carter as the State chair 
man. Was Mr. Carter active in that campaign / 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Very active. 

Mr. Becker. Who was Mr. Carter? Just tell us something briefly 
about his background. 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Mr. Carter is an attorney. He is presently run 
ning for the office of mayor, He is faced with the primary this com 
Ing week, He traveled frequently, although hot always with the 
candidates, 

Mr. Becker. Is he a popular man ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Very. Very well-liked man. 

Mr. Becker. Was he very active in the course of the campaign ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Very. He spent almost his entire time with the 
campaign activities rather than with his own law practice. 

Mr. Becker. That was both day and night, as 1 understand. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Both day and night. 

Mr. Becker. You mentioned something about the contrast with the 
Democratic organization. It was perh: aps COMMON knowledge that 
there was a hard-fought primary oan in the Democratic Party. 
Who was Mr. Mahoney. who lost the primary ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. He was the other Democratic candidate for 
Grovernor. 

Mr. Becker. And Mr. Lane was the incumbent Governor @ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You mentioned the fact that there were powerful Dem 
ocratic leaders in Baltimore City who opposed their own ticket. 

Mrs. Vax Dyke. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Did they oppose their own ticket during the course of 
the general election and support either the Republican nominee for 
Governor or Senator ¢ 
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Mrs. Van Dyke. As openly as they dared. That is right touchy, 
i know. 

Mr. Becker. You knew of certain help from the Democratic Party 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Yes: I did. Everyone knew it. It was not | 
zed, but it was a well-known fact. 

Mr. Becker. You mentioned the fact that the wounds of the Dem: 

iti Party “ure still unhealed., 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Mir. Becker. In other words, the feud is still going on in Balt 

din Maryland ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Hot and heavy. 

\Lr. Bre KER, Whereas the Republica forces are quite ul fled ag 
rmonious 1b the State of Marvland ¢ 

Mrs. Vaw Dyker. Generally speaking: yes. 

Mr. Becker. You mentioned something about the activitie n the 
ous congressional districts and the help received from candidate 


/ 


Congress al cl local Cal «| dates, Would Vou he roo eChoudi to 
plify this a bit, as to the best of your knowledge? For example. 
en Governor McKeldin went into General Devereaux’s district / 
Mrs. Van Dyke. They traveled together. They spoke togethe 
ey shook hands together. 

Mr. Becker. Was there a schedule of meetings / 


Mrs. Van Dyker. There was a schedule. The itine: Ur'y alw LVs 
ided numerous meetings, small meetings. large meetings. Whe 

ev were In the Second Cor OTESSIO] al District, Which you have 
an example, Mr. Dever LIX Was with him cCOnstal tly. It 

nt operation from beginning to end. 

Mr. Becker. General Devereaux, as I recall, was the hero of W 
tha. 

\Mirs. Vaw Dyker. He was, indeed. 

Mr. Becker. And did General Devereaux and his Campaign Qrouy 
k together wi 


h Senator Butler's Campaign organization while he 

rked in that district / 

Mrs. Van Dyker. During the entire campaign he worked very 
ely with him. 

Mr. Becker. There was a Democratic incumbent in that district / 

\Mirs. Van Dyke. Mr. Bolton. He was a conservative Democrat. 
well liked, a very fine person. 

Vir. Becker. Let's take the Sixth ¢ onegressional District where Con 
man Beall is the incumbent. That isa Republican district. Did 
itilize the various organizations’ staffs at Republican headquarters 
others while Mr. Butler campaigned in that area / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I mentioned the Montgomery County organiza 


Mr. Becker. That is in the Sixth District ? 

Mrs. Vaw Dyker. That is in the Sixth District, Montgomery County 
ll of western Maryland. 

Vir. Becker. You complimented Montgomery County's organiza 
Tell us something about that. 

irs. Van Dyker. They were extremely fine. They were in almost 
touch with us: in spite of the fact that we were short of litera 
they insisted that they be allowed to distribute whatever was 
ible. and | should say that possibly the largest per entage of liter 
that we distributed in the county went directly to Montgomery 
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County. They were enthusiastic. They were right behind Senato. 
Butler from the very beginning of the campaign, and they never 
lagged once, 

Mr. Becker. You mentioned Mrs. Leona Rush. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Mrs. Rush was at that time a candidate for thi 
Maryland House of Delegates. 

Mr. Becker. The incumbent was a Democrat / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. And she has been elected and she is now serving 
n Annapolis. 

Mr. Becker. Wasn't she also the viee chairman of Montgomery 
( OUNTY oO} vice chairman of the State committee / 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. I think she was vice chairman of the State com 
miittee. 

Mr. Brecker. Was she very active during the course of that can 
alc hé 

Mrs. Van Dykr. She was extremely active. She spoke frequently 
for Senator Butler and other candidates. She traveled with Senator 
Butler when his caravan was in her county and was a very enthusiast 

pportel of the entire Republican ticket. 

Mr. Becker. You mentioned Prince Georges County. which is ad 
acent to the District: Mr. Ray Fletcher. State senator. He is also the 
eader in Prince George: County, is he not? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. He is a very fine, very enthusiastic, very popular 
Republican. and he gave Senator Butler the same kind of support that 
Mrs. Rush gave in Montgomery County. 

Mr. Becker. Were you in touch with and did you contact Mi 
Fletcher as vou were in touch with other county chairmen and peo} 

the county? 

Mrs. Van Dyxr. Yes. indeed. 

Alr. BECKER. You mentioned the fact that vou had three telephone 
Tt must have kept vou pretty busy during that time 

Mrs. Vaw Dyker. Justa little bit busy. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Deely K. Nice, who was chairman of the city c 


niittee—was he the former vovernor ol his son? 
Mrs. Van Dyke. | think he isa nephew of the former fovernor. 
Mr. Becker. And you had a regular city organization ¢ 
Mrs. Va~w Dyxr. Yes: they moved into one of the rooms in the su 
t] tL Was oct upled by Senator Butles and (rovernor Mi Keldin’s hea 


quarters. 

Mr. Becker. And you worked together and coordinated your acti\ 

les 1n the city ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. When did Mr. Lamb from the Republican Nationa 
Committee come to you ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyxr. He was there at least a month prior to the electio! 

Mr. Becker. Do you know the nature of his work? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. He was doing research work and advising us as | 
work in precincts. 

Mr. Becker. He helped you out working in the precincts in the city 
of Baltimore? 

Mrs. Van Dyker. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. You mentioned the fact that the press supported Mr. 
fvdings. Do you refer to the press in Baltimore or outside that ar 
throughout the State? 
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Mrs. VAN Dyker. In Baltimore. That is, substantially all the press 
throughout the State of Maryland supported Mr. Tydings. ‘There 
ere except ions. 
Mr. Becker. So that during the course of the primary as well as tl 
eneral election, the press was supporting Mr. 'Tydings ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes, indeed. 
Mr. Becker. How about Mrs. Bertha Adkins? She wast} 
mitteewoman: was she active in that campaign 4 
Mrs. Van Dyxr. She wa active. She spoke 
for the Senator. | to soheit fund 


otfered encouracement, vVhich nm several 


T 4) T 


Nii BecKER 


Yermott o1 
is made not etheless 
Mr. Becker. Wh: 
Mrs. Van Dyk 


rerspPyayyoay 
eparatior 


4 ()) O Ple 


\I Van Dyk 

Mr. Beexer. That 

NI VAN DYKE. ) 

Mr. Becker. No fu 
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Senator Henprickson. Did you ever have such a conversation wit] 
him or a conversation that implied any of those things which he re 
lated before the committee ? 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Never. 

Senator Henprickson. Now, Mrs. Van Dyke, on the same day, o1 
February 27, when Mr. Bedder testified before this committee, h: 
made this statement, which is to be found at pages 98 and 99 of thi 
record. ‘This is after he said some ladies told him to get in touch wit! 
Vou. He said: 

So I spoke to Mrs. Van Dyke, and after a few friendly words, she told me th 
campaign Was closed and that I should call Mr. Mundy about the money. 

I told her that TIT was not calling about the money, that I had already receive 
a part of it and repeated that Senator Butler's letter was good enough assu 
ance for me, What I had to say was much more important and that it was imper: 

ve that I talk to Senator Butler in private 


Chen he said: 


Mrs. Van Dyke told me that, unless I told her what I wanted to talk to Senato 


Butler about, the message would not go through 
4 ; . ' 
Chen it continues: 


right. “Then I won't give vou the whole story, but I will give yo 
1 little piece of it. Tell Senator Butler I was taken for a ride, and I dor 


She again told me I would have to call Mr. Mundy for my money, but she 


} 


said nothing about the ride 


Did you ever have such a conversation / 


Mrs. Van Dyke. I remember my conversation, but I certainly ha 
no knowledge that he meant the midnight ride that came out, I 
hought he was definitely speaking in reference to the fact that li 
hadn't bee paid but a small part. Yes: lL remember that. But | 
certainly had no idea that he was referring to any kidnaping or suy 
Pp sed kidh ipl a that took place. 

Senator Hrnprickson. You thought “the ride” referred to t] 
noney 

Mrs. Vaw Dyxe. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. But vou did have such a conversation / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes: I recall that very well. 

Senator Henprickson. Then, in your testimony this morning yo 
referred to a sort of, shall we call it, a Gallup poll which you made 
on your own or a “Van Dyke” poll, in which you made inquiry 


he « flective ness of Krom the Record. You said vou Interviews 


Mrs. Vaw Dyxe. That is right. 
Senator HenpricKkson. At | 


le ist * \) people. 


least DO percent of these people stated 
that neihel they nor their friends had seen this tabloid, 
Mrs. Van Dyke. That is right. 


Senator Henprickson. I ask vou, as you made these Inquiries, wit! 
t disclosing your identity, did you inquire as to the political aflili 
ons of these people? 

Mrs. Vaw Dye. I did not. 

Senator Henprickson. You didn’t know whether they were Dem 


17 


ts or Repubheans? 

Mrs. Van Dyxr. No, Id 

Senator Henprickson. That is all for me. 
Senator Monronry. Senator Smith 


In’t, Senator, 
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Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Van Dyke, did 
tatement was not discussed with Senator Butler? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Senator Smiru. With whom did you discuss it 4 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. I discussed it with Mr. Becker here. 
tutement to our administrative assistant, but. as far as an) 
senator SMITH. You wrote the statement vourself ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I wrote the statement. 

Senator Smiru. You composed the statement yourself? 
Mrs. Van Dyxe. Yes. 


Senator SMITH. In your statement Vou say 


ig me with the statement, it was independently prepared. 


At no time was he | meaning Senator Butler 


Wouldnt 


/ 


ympaien 
Mrs. Van Dyxe. Iw 


Senator Swirn. He was a fully authorize 


ion, then ¢ 

Mrs. Vaw Dyxr. At least that was the 
Was ho one else. He Was the one and ol 
alMpalgn In any way. 

Senator Smiru. If he had full authority, 
bility. and that apparently Was true 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 
Senator SMITH. Gro to page ) OF Vo 


tbloid, From the 
Mrs. Van Dyk 
Senator SmMiri 
Mrs. Van Dyk 
nm which I prepared for 
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Mrs. Van Dyxe. It is my understanding that he made that state 
ment before the committee, Senator. I may be in error. I said I un- 
derstand that he made that statement. 

Senator Smrru. That was the only place you heard that mentioned ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. That is correct. 

Senator Smrru. Have you talked with Mr. Christopher about his 
sighing a statement 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. No. 

Senator Smiru. You know that only from a friend ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Only from a friend, that is correct. 

Senator Smirn. You further stated, in t 

! 


alki vo about some oft the 
oney that Mr. Jonkel told us about when the hearings began, 827.000, 


These sums were important ones.” Then in the next sentence you 
say, “These notatrons had no sigl fi ince.” which would he mcon 
tent In the first place vou thought they were mportant and then 
ie s na place you thought they were nt sienifieay a 

Mrs. VAN DYKE. The reason vou could hard Vy expect them to have 

o ince was the fact that they were written on the hacks of 

eld envelopes and little scraps of paper. If they had any iniportant 
<*5) ne to anvone other thay Nix. Jor cel, thy \ Ve italy 7 he o1 SCPaps 


} ] 7 } } 
oT paper and envelopes, they would re property recorded Of a plece 


of paper to be handed to me orto Mr. Min ay. Phe could have meant 


\ hg 
senator SMITH. The Vy were unimportant at the time. but erew more 


porta e tall 
Mrs. Van Dyker. And, incidentally, they still may not have the 


portance that I place on them They night have beet something 
pletely different. 
si i Yr SMITH Yi Ci l ive any oT thre ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyke. Oh, ne They we just tra yous 
~ SMITH. | ae! | some ot vou i ment tt ( 
o vou felt there we) naccuracies stat made by a 
ber « peo Who ive ppeared before t mimnittes viii 
( o Mr. Mundy. Mr. Jonkel. Mr. Fedder. and Mr. Wolk. De 
\ ( that ( l say cl wcurate stat 
; j 


( Ld ( r re i part of the ¢ rrupt Py 
Act to me 
‘ r” SMITH I \ rate ite 4 
Mrs. Van Dyke. That urate, very definitely. 
Senator Suirn. Whe he told the ynmittee that ‘ alled x 
{ ele] one a7 read v4 ) 
Mi VAN Dyk! | 1 | neve aepel hntiv p 
fy) { y Yr tO do ( Wurseme 
of t | | 
S S Y ( O | 
1¢ { ‘ ere ‘ 
( VO pel lly 
NI \ \ IY KI Yi" | is ] 
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Senator SmirH. Those whom I mentioned Mr. Jonkel. Mr. Mundy 
and Mr. Fedder did make Inaccurate 
Mrs. VAN DyKR. Yes: | would sav that was correct. 


Senator Smiru. What was your understanding, Mrs. V 


statements about vou ¢ 


the authority and responsibility of Mr. Mun ly ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyke. To collect and disburse fund 
Senator Smrru. Was it vour understanding that he could 
hecks before he signed them or was it unde 
itically sign any check he was given ? 
Mr Van Dyxre. Natura lv. we expect 
o we ening a check, and I do not think Mr. Mundy 
med any. Ido not 1 y specific insta len oni 
it wl ( ide ¢ , requ | 
| not fliculty It was iust 
usy. 
Senator Swrru. H tl a9 
My \ y Dyk  « Notun | 
arn Ut ) ( fi i t 
I, 
? SMirn. Ye B \ 
) \ ‘ i¢?] ) 1 } lk ) » 
tacting Mr. Mundy? 
Mrs. Van Dyke. There 
sé ior SMITH ~ rf / 


; A 
L, | 
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Senator SMITH. Perhaps you can recall where that did come fron: 
It is an important item. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. No. 1, if it did contain a check, it came from Mi 
Mundy. 

Senator Smiru. I believe Mr. Wolk testified it was cash. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. If there was cash in that envelope, it had to come 
from Mr. Jonkel. 

Senator Smiru. It couldn’t have come from anybody else? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. No. 

Senator Smiru. Did you receive a receipt? Was that specific a 
to the amount? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I do not honestly know. 

Senator Smirn. You just took the receipt 

Mrs. Van Dyker. You asked if it was specific as to the amount / 

Senator Shiri. Yes. 

Mrs. Van Dyker. It must have been. 

Senator Smiru. Then you knew what was in the envelope ‘ 

Mrs. Vaw Dyker. I knew there was 81.700. Other than that, hon 
est ly I do not know. I do not know whether it was in actual cash 
or in checks. I have no way of knowing. If on that receipt Mi 
Wolk said in cash, I did not read it. 

Senator Smiru. Tam just trying to clear up now, for my under 
standing you did vel the envelope from Mr. Jonkel and in it you 
knew was 81.700. You didn’t know whether it was eash or a cheek. 

Mrs. V AN ly KE. No. | said | do hot recall exactly where the en 
velope came from. If it contained cash. T would have had to wet it 
from Mr. Jonkel because all payments that Mr. Mundry made were by 
check. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. MeDermott, may I ask vou to check? Did Mr 
Wolk say that was $1,700? 

Mr. McDermorr. That is correct, Senator. He testified it was 1 
S50 and S100 bills. 

Senator Smiru. How large a package would that be ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr, Fairly substantial. It depends on how many $10 
bills there were. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. It does seem Im] ossible that I didn't recognize 
if there were cash in it When there were so many things happening, 
lam sure that was one of the th hos that | didn't pay any attention t 

Senator Smrru. Would you challenge Mr. Wolk’s statement / 

Mrs. Vaw Dyke. I wouldn't challenge his statement. He is an hor 
orable man. He was tremendously honorable in our dealings. 

senator SMITH. I am sure if | had SL.700 in mn campaign, I would 
have known where it came from. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Had it been my responsibility, I repeat, IT would 
have known where it came from. I knew where it was golng and what 
rong for. Where it came from was not a detail I thought O} 
because, I repeat again, it was not my responsibility. 

Senator Siri. That returns to the point that Mr. Jonkel had thi 
ull authority and full respon ibility for the campaign ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Absolutely. T was a volunteer for 8 months. 1] 


»>oUT. to follow 


it was 


did not receive any remuneration. I was there to hel 


t ? 

t 
orders | knew nothi oO ibout Campaign actin ities, believe me, whe 
I we nto the headquarters. Naturally, being a neophyte, IT wouldn't 
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question Mr. Jonkel’s right or authority. It wouldn't be 1h pl: ce 
do it. 

Senator MoNRON} Xe Had Vou passed on other cash funds, to your 
recollection ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Not to my recollection. I may have, but I 

member any specific instances unless it was a petty cash item. 

Senator Monroney. Stamps, or something of that kind? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Stamps, or something of that 

7 petty cash receipt. 

Senator Monronery. Did you ever pay any 

he testimony ot Mr. Jonkel was that oftent 

mild t reach Mr. Mundy. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is true. Onee or twice I may 

tted to Mr. Hawkes for Mr. Jonkel a cash payvme! t. 


so. T could have done it, Senator. 


ire that was 
Senator Monrongy. You were doing it as 


is not as your primary respo. sibih i ¢ 
Mrs. Vaw Dyker. Certainly. I couldn’t ha 
iounting to several hundreds of dollars 
now that much about it. 
Senator Monroney. You do 
sh) / 
Mrs. Van Dyke. No. 
Senator Monronry. The checks 
Il. Sometimes in passing cash, 
ite later on. 
Mrs. Vaw Dyker. Tf cash was passed, 
cally would have gotten a receipt, 
~ but I cannot remember. But I can on 
On | the headqu urters oflice, ‘ly dl the hu 
nderstood had Vou bee) there. Possibly. Some 
of the press who pa dus frequent vis! ‘ { 
were extremely busy folks and. if J | 
t without qi estion 
ator Monronry. I believe vou 
epared the Spee hes, scheduled the itine 
Mrs. Van Dyke. No: I scheduled t] 
Senator Monronery. But he pl 
nm of pamphiets, secured 
terature ¢ 
Mrs. Van Dyker. That is corre 
Senator Monroney. And in all 
management al ad admn { 
tly in Mr. Jonkel’s hands ¢ 
~ Vaw Dyke. Absolutely 


Moxroney. You we 


i 
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Mrs. VAN Dyker. That orrect 





Senator Monroney. Say what lists the material was to go to? 

Mrs. Van Dyker. He did have the vuthority to say to whom 
Lo, but freq el ly would, in certain cases, accept suggestion 

om me that certain peo} receive the literature, because he did 


D 
Senator Monronry. You were from Maryland, and he was fro 


vou knew more ibo ag. 2 than | ed 


is tin charge ot { lily) | tS Management 
1 | 
i Van Dyke. That olit 
~ tor \] NI NEY so ) { I ret Ss \ i 1} }>| vit { 
] 5 
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3 | , 
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o {te 1} Oo 
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one 
\I \ Nn Dyk Yi 
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\ Van Dyke. The tie ( Mr. Jo 
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orald was 
Van Dyke. O 


b's f 


knew that t 


tha \ 
nquiry of Mr. Fedde 
type of press that was 
\ ave made the telep!| ( 
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Mrs. Van Dyke. About the time it went to press, possibly shortly 
before it went to press, sto4 days. 

Senator Monroney. I believe that is the testimony we have from 
the Young Democrats as well. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I believe that is the case. 

Senator MONRoNEY. So the tabloid was pretty much in being aside 
from the alleged sponsorship at the time the Young Democrats for 
Butler came into the picture ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is right. 

Senator Monroney, That was what you meant when you said, “I 
did not see the newspaper, From the Record, until after the distribu- 
tion, although I did know such piece of literature was in the making. 
Mr. Jonkel arranged through me for the Young Democrats to assume 
responsibility for its printing and distribution” / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. It had occurred a few days before it was finally 
rolled otf the press and distributed by Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Until that time, the Young Democrats knew 
nothing about the formulation or the collection or the preparation 
of the material ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Quite frankly, I knew very little about it, and I 
was right there. Naturally, they knew less. 

Senator Monroney. It didn’t materialize’out of thin air. Some- 
body had been working on the project. 

Mrs. VAN DYKE. | am sure they did, but not im headquarters. 

Senator Monroney. But vou understood, of course, that Mr. Jonkel 
was interested in the project. He testified that he was interested and 
helped gather the material. 

Mrs. Van Dyker. I knew he was. He may have made a trip or two 
to Washington concerning its preparation. Ot what transpired here, 
| have ho know ledge. 

Senator Monroney. At no time in vour hearing or knowledge did 
you know of Senator Butler discussing the tabloid with Mr. Jonkel / 
. Mrs. Van Dyke. I would take an oath, Senator, that at no time did 
Senator Butler know anything about the tabloid. He first saw it at 
ilmost the identical moment I saw it, and that was after it was in 
the hands of the public. 

Senator Monroney. But Mr. Jonkel was in constant telephonie 
conversation with the candidate in the field and was in charge of the 
othice. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. No. It was hard to contact the Senator. 

Senator Monroney. You said you had to get the State police. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That was a fact. He promised to call us. but he 
was having the same difficulty in the field that we were having in the 
otlice and things got too chaotic. He wasn’t in contact with us, and. 
when we wanted to talk to him on an important subject, we did have 
to get the State police to locate him, ridiculous as it sounds. 

lam morally certain that Mr. Jonkel did not, even on the telephone, 
discuss with Senator Butler about the tabloid. 

Senator Monroney. You couldn't be sure of that. Sometimes you 
weren't present at all times. 

Mrs. Vaw Dyker. Oh, heavens, no. 
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Senator Monroney. It could have been possible, but to your know 
edge, it did not occur ? 

Mrs. VAN DYKE. And I honestly do not think he would have dis 
ussed that with him any more than he would have discussed any of 
he other bits of literature specifically. 

Senator Monroney. This was a rather large project, 500.000 cop 


and it was costing a good deal of money, and [ was wonder ng 
t was of such magnitude that Mr. Jonkel would discu t wit! 
e candidate. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I don’t think he ever did. 

Senator Monroney. At least not to your knowledge / 

\I rs. VAN Dyker. Not to iy knowledge. 


Senator MoNRONEY. Would it be convenient for vou to come 
» o'clock / , 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. Yes, indeed; I would be very happy to do so. 
Senator Monroney. We will stand adjourned until 2 o'clock. 


Whereupon, at 12:50 p.m., the subcommittee recessed until 2 
ame day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


1 


Senator Monroney. The subcommittee hearing will be in order. 


tt 


When we recessed at noon Mrs. Van Dy ke was the witness. Let the 
cord show that she is giving testimony under oath and that a quorum 
f the subcommittee is present. 
Did you have any questions at this time, Senator ? 
Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to be 
record Is complete in one respect. 
Mrs. Van Dyke, this morning you were asked about two convers 
} } 


mve had with Vir. Kedder. ()ne 
respect to the tabloid. That was the first conversation t 


} 1 
that vou were alleged to 
} 
i 


1 
j 


ed to. Do you remember the one I referred to? 


TESTIMONY OF CATHERINE VAN DYKE—Resumed 


Van Dyker. Would it be too much trouble if v 
enator Henprickson. To get rid of the tabloids 4 
Mrs. Van Dyke. Yes. 
Henprickson. Then the second one Se 
th later. You admitted that conversation. 
Van Dyke. The one in which Mr. Fedde 
hi to clispose of the tabloids was the first. \ 
ind I say again, that that was untrue. 
Senator Henprickson. That is an untruth / 
Mrs. Van Dyke. That is an untruth. 
Senator Henprickson. And you never had that conversation / 
\[rs. VAN Ly KE. | nevel had that conversation. 
Senator Henprickson. But vou did have the second ? 
Nii 5. VAN Ly KE. ] did have the second ; yes. 
Senator Henprickson. Thank vou, Mrs. Van Dyke. 
et the record straight. 
Senator Monronety. Do you have any more questions? 
Senator Henprickson. I did have one more, Mr. Chairman. 
ln your prepared statement of this morning, Mrs. Van 1), ke, Vol 
“When Mr. Tydings complained so bitterly on the air and in the 
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press about the newspaper, we in headquarters received calls from all 
over the State asking what he was talking about.” Now, what is the 
iture of those complaints that you refer to 4 

Nin 5. V AN Ly KE. Well. | think vou possibly have heard of his te] 


VISION pore 


t 
gram when Mr. ‘Tvdings referred to From the Record and 


howed the composite picture and explained very carefully, as if the 
, ¥ , ] : 7 


PUODTIC CG 


d not know, just exactly what a composite mean 
Ls Cre press, specifically the Sun, earried quite a lengthy artict 
thout Irom the Record after it had been circulated and about Mr. 


ly | hys complaints that it was unfair. 
senntor Ly NDRICKSON, How lon Oo before the election were these 
complaints made by Senator Tydings ? 


Mrs. Vaw Dyke. Oh, within a few days, Senator. It runs through 


ha l 

mvt nd that the article about which | speak Was a Sunday arti le. 
t 1] ‘ . | ] X | ¢ ] ° . 
il | WOU LO DE Po tive about that, but Was less th: ha week prio! 

LO the ( lection 


Senator Henprickson. Were these press reports and the radio and 


evision widely read and widely observed ? 
Mrs. \ nN Dy KE. I should think that betwee he two med unis they 
overed the entire State pretty thoroughly. 


Senator Henprickson. I think that is all. Mr. Chairman. 


Senator Monroney. Did you have any questions, Senator / 
Senator Smirn. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, I understood you this morning. Mrs. Van 


1) ke, In vour sworn testimony to indicate that the first knowledge 
ul hy 1d of thie se nol reported checks Was when vou read it In the 
{ 1} 1° 


ress TOLOW NY Mr. Jonkel's te SUImONnY before this subcommittee. Is 


at correct, that 


vou had ho knowledge prior to reading in the press 


Mii Jo) KeIS testlmony avout the short-crreuited checks. “us he de 


Ded them ¢ 


Mrs. Van Dyker. No, 
\I . \VicDrermorr. Phat =U h) procedures had bee) followed } Vou! 


Mis Van Dyke. I think the first knowled 
the report, definitely before the report. 

Mr. McDermorr. Before the press report ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Before the supplementary report. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was filed / 

Mrs. Vaw Dyke. Was filed. 

Mr. MceDermorr. Do you recall when and under what circumstances 
vou obtained that information ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I think that possibly Mr. Jonkel called me and 
asked me if I recalled any checks, any large checks that had come in. 
At that time I recalled a Kohlberg check. | referred then to the sup 
plementary report that Mr. Mundy had already filed and saw that 
there was one, and then I understand that there was a second check 
which was not reported. 

Mr. Me 1)y ruorr. Now, 1s the Kohlberg cheek the only check that 
vou were able to tell Mr. Jonkel about in thai conversation 4 
Mors. VAN Dykr. And that was not the check that ] fincl was not 
entered. That was the one that appeared on the Mundy report. 

Mir. Me 1s RMOTT. This was a conversation between Mr. Jonkel and 
vourself / 
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Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. It was not, as far as I know, the 
habit of Mr. Jonkel or anyone else to discuss specifically any piece of 
literature that was to be prepared. 

Mr. McDermorr. Because that was an authority or responsibility 
that had been delegated to the committee ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when you went to Mr. Mundy with Mr. 
Purnell to get this check with which to pay the Young Democrats for 
Butler for the tabloid, did you explain to Mr. Mundy what the purpose 
of that check was or what you were doing 

Mrs. Van Dyker. Well, I do not think that was necessary beause, as 
I recall it. it seems to me that Mr. Purnell showed the bill to Mr. 
Mundy while the three of us were sitting there. ‘That is my recollec 
tion. I believe that 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall that you had ever mentioned to 
Mr. Mundy, or to your knowledge did he have information on the 
tabloid prior to that time ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. By that time the whole city knew about it be 
cause of the press and radio, as I have explained, but T do not think 
that he did while it was in the formative stages, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was it your Impression at the time that the cheek 
vas made available to you that Mr. Mundy knew the purpose for which 
the check was being issued ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Detinitely. 

Mr. McDermorr. And on what do you base that Impression? Was 
there any conversation or statements made ? 

Mrs. VAN DYKE. Well. in the first place the bill Wis there. Mr. 
Purnell had the bill in his hand, and Tam morally certain that Mr. 
Mundy would have wanted to see that bill before he mace the check. 

Mr. McDermorr. In his testimony at page 1235, referring to th 

ssuance of this ¢ ‘heck, in answer toa que stion propounde re by Senator 
Monroney, “But you were not advised evel after the campaign that 
lone? was the money that was going out,” Mr. Mundy replied, “No, no, 
Ol) ie di Ly I issued the check I had no knowledge It Was being used 
fon cra purpose.” 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Then I do not know why he did not because it was 
definitely discussed and I repeat the bill was there. Mr. Purnell and 
| were in the office with Mr. Mundy and Lam certain that Mr. Mundy 
would not have issued the check without seeing the bill. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do T understand as you described the admin 
istrative operation within the campaign office, that the handling of 
funds was not vour respon sibitiey! : 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Mr. MceDermorr. Because you were a volunteer. And it was no 
your impression nor understanding with Mr. Jonkel that you were to 
have any responsibility in connection with the handling of funds: 
that right / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you were office manager. With whom did 
you understand that responsibili t\ rested / 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Why, naturally, with Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that is all. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Smirn. Mrs. Van Dyke, do you remember this morning you 

tated that you had heard that a Mr. William Christopher had signed 
statement that he disposed of 70,000 more of the tabloids. I asked 

ou who told you and I did not press you for an answer because you 
d it was a personal friend and I thought it would be better not to. 
Since that time, since the recess for lunch, it has been reported to me 
ita Mr. Aultman, formerly with this committee, took a deposit Ol 
om William Christopher in the presence of Christopher's attorney 
{ fall to the effect that he sold for junk or destroved some LOO.OO 
loids after the election, and that he previously had them hiddet 
the garage. In Vvliew of this, | would like Lo ask 

l deposition in the files, Mr. McDermott. 

\Ir. Mi iB) RMOTT, Nol to may knowledge, senator ™ 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I request that the fi 


Sul hoa deposition. 
Senator VIONRON) . Thist will be ordered. 
When we were talking about the tabloids. Mi 


h, there was one question I wanted to ask, 
fied the ‘Times Herald, | believe you said, Ol 
ously, as to the names of the 

Mrs. Van Dyxe. I think T may have made that 

ne them of the hades of the Young Demo rats 

OnsOr It. 

senator MIONRONEY. | hbeheve further testimon 

all the Young Democrats to vet the proper 
tne names 
Van Dyker. Well, I knew Mr. 

Clnadi othe th tt) ill Le ¢ astially il (| | cnlled 

name: that is correct, 

itor Monroney. It was as a result of vout 
anda Sand then the transfer of that throug] 
Van Dyke. That 

Senator Monroney. Th: 

Mrs. Van Dyke. That 

Senator Monroney. Did you 

ment ¢ 

Mrs. Van Dyker. I do not type. 

Senator Monroney. Do you know who did type ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. I haven't any specific knowledge. It would have 
either Mrs. Buckingham or Miss Becker who work in the oflice. 
not know which one, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. Could it have been the law office ? 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Oh, no, all of the work was done in the campaign 

dquarters. 

senator Monront Xa This wis the letter of Tuaranty to Mr. Fedder. 

Mrs. Van Dyke. Oh, that. I am reasonably certain. however. it 
have been done by one of the girls in the office because I do not 

that Senator Butler went to his law office when he was in tow1 

Senator MoNRONI y. You did not see the letter ? 

\Irs. Van Dyke. I have seen it since. ves. 

Senator Monronery. But you did not know about it at the time? 








74 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mrs. Van Dyke. Vaguely, yes. That was another one of those 
things that was happening around me of which I had no specifi 
knowledge. 

Senator Monronry. That was given, as I understand it, to carry 
out, get the literature delivered prior to payments that were late: 
forthcoming ? 

Mrs. Vaw Dyke. That was the reason for it. It did not have the 
desired etfect Mr. Fedder still sat on all of the liter ature until it wa 
paid for or almost paid for. 

~ Senator Monroney. And] believe you said Mr. Lamb was in charg 
of precinct work, 

Nive Van Dy KE, Well, he was doing resea lt h work and he Was ac 
OrTass-root work, as it were 


Visine as to precinet work In) the city. the 


Senator Monronry. Who was in charge of precinet work in tl 
city ? 

Mrs. \ nN Dyke. Well. the citv committee was don ov all of the 

senatol VMIONRONEY. ‘| he itv Republican committee 7 

Mrs. Van Dyke. The city Republican committee. It is under M 
Nice, 

Senator Monront Yy. ~enator Ilei ! ings? 

Senator Hennings. I have no quest Ons. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. MeDermott 7 

Mr Mi Dermorr. Nothing further. 

Senator Monroney. Thank vou very much. 

Mrs. Vaw~ Dyker. You are very welcome. Will IT be needed any mor 
this afternoon ? 

Senator Monroney. No. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness, please. 

Mir. McDermorr. Mr. John M. Jonkel 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Jonkel, will you state vour name please. 

Mr. Jonker. John M. Jonkel. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimon 
yvouare about to eive in this hearing shall be the truth. the whole trut] 
and nothin ¢ but the truth, so help vou, God ? 

Mr. Jonken. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN M. JONKEL, ACCOMPANIED BY EDWARD 
BENNETT WILLIAMS 


Mr. McDeruorr. Mr. Jonkel. there are a few additional questio? 


that we might hke to ask you about your participation in this matte! 


WN} der nvestigation, the first thine being with further reference t< 
the contributions to the campaign of John Marshall Butler that you 
reported for the first time in your letter of February %6, addressed to 
Cornelius P. Mundy, a copy of which is included in exhibit 36 in the 
records of this committee. 

Did you have anything to do with the solicitation of the funds repre 
sented or included in the sc hedule in that letter ? 

Mr. Jonker. I may or I may not have. I don’t know all of th 
peop le. I don’t remember offhand all of the names now. I told a lot 
of people that we needed money, if that is an indirect solicitation. 

If did I go to eee specifics any and say, “We need X dollars 
for something.” no, I did not. At leas ce don’t remember doing that 





SENATORIAI 


Mr. McDermorr. For example, wit! 
h is the check of C. W. Min 


hiade pavabie to John Jonkel. 


Mr. Jonker. Yes, I have. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can vou necot 
vable to you ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. As I said before, 


] 


ybably made pay ible to me be 


, How they knew I don’t ki 
Mr. McDerermorr, Do you hay 


to that check as to how 1 ; 
Mr. Jonker. No, I don’t. and 


{ 


may have n Mr. Gainey, 


\icDrermor1 
February 26, to Mr. 
Mr. Jonker. All of the 


eck ¢ 


Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 
Mr. JONKEL. I really do not r 
Mr. McDrermot1r. Wel 


] 
rrodt ed 


Mir. MecDermorr. 


won did ha 
you did ha 


Mr. Jonxen. Harry Kr: 
MceDermorr. | 
JONKEL. Y¢ 
\icDrermorr. A? 
JONKEL. Harry Ka 

| . | lo} 


paper, 
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His approach to us was the same as his approach to almost all othe 
campaigns during the election, the idea that you should buy some ad 
because if you didn’t buy some ads, he might not support you in h 
paper. We bought I don’t know how many half-page ads in an attem) 
to reach the labor market and an attempt to go along with whatev: 
group he represented. 

He also did, he traveled because he said he had contact, and I 
member saying this, that I don’t know how good his contacts wet 
I don’t know anything about how much he could produce but he sai: 
he had contacts with labor which we did not have, and he travele 
throughout the State. He went out to Allegany County, he went 
Garrett County. Those are in western Maryland. He went int 
southern Maryland and talked to labor people for us. At least, that 
what he told us he did. I paid him money for it, as I previously to! 
vou, Too. 
~ Mr. McDermorr. Now the payments that you made to him Iw 
derstand were in payment for the advertising that he was suppos 
to have published in his paper and also for making these trips ol 
in the State, renmbursement for expenses 4 

Mr. Jonker. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you give him any money for any other pu 


ose 4 

Mr. Jonker. You see, IT don’t know what he did with the mone 
] mean. if vou mean from that statement—— 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you give him any other money / 

Mr. JoNKEL. | gave him money that I understod was to be use: 
for his expenses in talking to labor people throughout the Stat 
That is what I intended him to use the money for. That is why |} 
isked for it. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was prior, in the days prior to electi 
a week or two prior to election. 1s that rieh t?¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; and the last time I gave him any money wa 
I thar Ik, he met me when I Was in the hotel after the election, | Wel 
up to the oflice, | talked to Mrs. Van Dy ke and some other peop 
was there and I think at that time he had to have some money. 1] 
sa d that he had pul himself in hock. 

] don't ky ow how or why, and we could hot get a check from MM 
Mundy for his last expense money and Tam pretty sure [ advan 
him eash for that and it was later reimbursed. It seems to me tl 
was after the election, but I am not sure. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you recall the amount of that advance ? 

Mr. Jonker, It may have been $400, but Tam not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Van Dyke referred to that transaction 
her Lestrmony this morning and her recollection of the figure Ww 
HOO, which, of course. is close to vour recollection. but. it was a} 
proximately that amount. 

Mr. Jonker. I really don’t remember. Yes: it was. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And those are the only sums that vou advane 
to hin fo) any purpose, the three situations about whieh you ha 
testified / ai , 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. 


Th Mi Dmrwe rr. And that would have been the pavinent for 


vertising, the amount that you gave him in reimbursement for 
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traveling expenses and the amount, this four or six hundred dollar 
‘hat you gave him! 

Mr. Jonxen. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now in connection with your dealings with Mi 
Kraus, did you deal with a man named Natie Brown / 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes. Natie Brown worked with Mr. Kraus ] 

it it this Way: I dont know what either of them did. HH 

nied Mr. Kraus into my office. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you know what his participation 
unpaign ¢ 

Mir. JONKEL. think at that time he was do 
OUps, TOO, 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you advance any funds to h 
Mir. Jonket. Natie Brown would never take any 
ne. It was all through Mr. Kraus. What Natie 
Harry Kraus I do not know, but Natie would 1 

L}) of cotlee. 

Mr. McDernorr. | believe vou told us in your ea 
Mr. Webb who had been with you previously nC] 
eeks in the campaign in Baltimore, is that correct / 

Mr. Jonker. | though I said three or four, but I 
ember. It is not that important. 
Mr. McDermorr. Well, 3 or 4 weeks, some period of 
Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 
Mr. MceDermorr. An id T understand you to say 
rrectly that he was paid some small salary to cove) 

it meht 7 
Mr. Jonker. Well, to pay him for his work and 


3 1 l as {- 
mt remember what I vias, > Aa WeeK, St.) a 


| 
\ 


ember what it was. ‘ ta lot of money. 
In order to dignity his abilitv. I did not eall 


} 


ld hot work forthe amount ot money that 


put in that many hours normally. 


1 


The dp aron., Hle work With) Ws 
MeDreruorr. Shortly follow 


MeDermort., 


Hv Corres tly. 
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prot I \ Cli he CIscusst | the requirements of the Marvland Levy 
with reference to the handling of campaign contributions and dis 


/ 


bursements. Do you recall those conversations ¢ 
Mr. Jonxent. No: I do not. The conversations I remember having 

with Mr. Mundy was when Mr. Mundy wanted to know something 

about the law and I suevested he eet the Hatch Act and I suggests 


he ret anything else that pertained to the Marvland law. 


HH was the treasurer oT tt ® Cabiparen ana | imagine by tliat time | 
was a little perhaps even annoved that he would not take the troubl 


to fulfill lus duties without ask ng me Vv hen [To was bi s\ with othe 
t! hes, [ do not remember him reading any part of the law to rit 

I Ve idl that. He may have read it. I do not veeall it. I ma 
have been signing letters or doing anything else while he talked t 
me. If it was on the te lep one I most certainly do not remember. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do T understand from that that instead of telling 
vou about the law he « illed vou to find o 1 What the law Was ¢ Is thin 
: oa ; 

\] ] KEL. | ! er t part He mav have told me abo 
{ iv | { ( \ emember disci rar” Uta law I hil it h 
request. L do not remen ber him tell he me ibout the law. He bial 

ive told me about the law. I do not know ; 

Mr. MceDermorr. Did I get the correct impression from your earl 
testimony that in the administrative set Wp oft youl cumpaign Col 
miittee oftice you set pa proceatire Whereby the offi ‘ee? Thahager, Mii 
\ in) Dy Ke aha the other person el ot the othice, were to handle th 
campaign contributions that were received, and that you assume 
1 Old e coi ol il that procedure was being followed / 

ir. Jonxen. Yes. As I d you before, the way it started, I starte 
out by dictating a daily letter. At the end of each day I would dictat: 
» letter listine the checks. As we got furthe to the crm palgn- 
Tiiiat etter Was sent To \Lr. Mundy eli losine Ut » checks, We kept 
copy of it \s the campaign got further and further along, one « 
1 o Lro 1 ’ Pha offi Pe. 2 ! Lhi\ oth eo. tI ec ffi 
saved all ntributions. J y open the mail the morning, put 

( folate dat the end day T would sor 


( i kind of a yor-domo 
of] t \| - \ i! 1) { (I ( } 4 I tl t wa i Miss Be key \ 
} {\ Cc i e | ( \ lof Lictiatl ] 
Mir. McDermott. 3 rt ! ‘ trodueed 
‘ ere and of the e] signed, o 
Ly | f Mrs. Van D ( { is na 
‘ 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether you advised Mrs. Van 
Ly ke of the receipt of these funds or had unis discussion with her 
hat these funds had been received by you! 

Mr. JONKEL. Why | thought we covered that previou 

not remember specifically talking with he | 

» not remember specifically telling her. 

pay bills, Mr. McDermott, so I just a 
that the money came in. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now who handled the 

iy those bills ? 

Mr. JonKEL. Sometime 

Mr. McDrermorr. And 

( ks which vou list n vour letter of Fel 

Mr. Jonnxen. Yes: it 

Mr. McDrernmorr. 


qdidi USe SOME 


Mis Sanbal 


i, Ves. I 1h} 


] 
ii e@ncorse 


Or SOMEC@VUOCY, some 


rine somet me Mii =. Var 


May e@ SOomeciwumes somebody 


l 


ouldn’t leave until they cet the 


,rone | do hot re member. 
Mr. MceDermorr. Some of 


I 


to the 
her ks 
Mr. JONKEL. 


} ‘ 
] | 


McDrern 
Mir. Jonker 


“7 
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unfamiliar with the transaction which you described in your earl 
testimony as the short-circuiting of contributions. Now that seem 
to be at substantial variance with what you told us originally an 
What you now say. 

Mr. Jonker. When I came here I said that I would reply—I a 
under oath—to the best of ni ability to remember. Mrs. Van Dy k 
undoubtedly did the same thing. I did not discuss my testimor 
with her. As a matter of fact, I have discussed my testimony wit 
noone. We have not tried to match anything together. 

She is probably telling you what she remembers; I am telling yo 
what | remember. Perhaps I cid handle all ot the money, I qual 
fied my answer before by s«ying that as far as 1 remember somebod 
paid the money out. If it was all done by me, if that is what she said 
then that Is what she said. I assumed somebody else Was doing 
I really do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr, Nobody has accused you, Mr. Jonkel, of trying 
to match your testimony with anybody else's testimony. 

Mr. Jonnken. I did not mean to give that impression, but [mean | 
ami just saying that I do not know the way you asked the questio1 
What she said, and [Tam not trying to say that she is wrong any mot 
than Iam trying to say that [am wrong. 

Senator HENNINGs. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Hennings. 

Senator Henninas. In view of that last statement, Mr. Jonk 
would you say that you can both be right ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. I don’t know. That is a hard one, Senator. Wi 
could both be tellinge— 

Senator Henninés. We want to know your best recollection o1 
yuUdvmMment mM the mintter, Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. JONKEL. We could both be right in this instance, Senator. \\ 
would both be telling the truth to the best of our ability to remembe 
1) th it rstance we could both he right. could we not / 

Senator Hennincos. I think that is highly debatable. I would sa 
vou both would he neht if it was the fact, and | have ho reason 
issume It is not. that vou are both try Ing to testify to the best of VO 
recollection, but you could not both be rioht as to the substantive fa 

wild you, when it is at substantial variance / 

Mr. Jonxev. That is a little quick for me today. I have a b 
headache. I am trying to tell you what I know; she is trying to 


el | 
you what she knows. If there is some cdiscrepal Cy, there is a d 
crepancy. TT can’t answer you. 

SehHATO] Hi NNINGS, | do ot want to argue Ww th Vou, but l do Wil 


rvest that this is a very mportant matter and your recollecti 
1 


pon most things is singularly accurate. Now we come to soi 
ne That 1s rather mmoportant Can vou take a moment to try 
CO der this answer further so as to enlighten us 4 


Mr. Jonnket. We have left the field, if vou will pardon me, 


recollection and we are n the realm of probabilities or opinion, ¥. 
re asking me for an opinion, Senator. Do I think both of us cor 
} oht / I} iT - } OPWLO . th on not 2 re ‘olleetion. 


I am not trving to argue w th vou ther. believe me, 
sehnucol Hy NNINGS., \l\ statement Was predicated pon your p 


ner Swell = 


e CH De right iccordn gY oO her Opinion, Vou 
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e right according to yours, but you could not both be 
ou?’ Ruieht is absolute in this case. 

Mr. JonKeL. No. sir: we could not both be right. 
Senator HeENNINGs. Thank you. 

Mr. McDerworr. Mr. Jonkel, can you tell us 
ve us any more Spe ific iInformiat Ol} acquired slice you last 
otherwise as to the actual disburseme} { of the ( ash Calpalg 

it were Within your control and in your possession 4 

You indicate, take it, that some and perhaps many of these « 
butions which vou list in vour letter of February 26 to Mr. Mundy 
ere cash. Now in the he | 


ible to trace much of that cash. Can vou give. 


\ 


any Wore 


QO! 


wings ot this subcommittee we have bee} 


any more borne 


on that / 
Mir. JONKEL. if | cave the Hpresslon that some or many, 
r the col tributions Wel 


vere cash. | did not mean to cdo t 


bat. | ao hot 
“a majority of SZ7T000, even 


wemiber a third of 827,000 o1 


l 


a quarter 
We i cash. Phat would be 


a tremendo unount of 
cash considering that most of the funds that | 


me from out of the State. 

I did ‘uy this, and I know that I said thus, 
e checks when they came 1. 

stances, They were cashed. 


We cashed them so we could use them 


money 
tli 1 


I as manV way 
ither than give any One mah. Mr. Kedder, ror istanes 
sed the whole SLO.000 check according to his | ohts. Ie: 
I cut it Up imto as many places 
oO vet us through another day or a ; 


another 2 day : 
Mr. MceDrermorr. And | | 


ed the money 


ll derstand that { elt 
: a made -of th 


() 


Mr. Jonker. I think th 


‘re is a splendid 
indy’s report he lists expendit 
these people. ‘Their books 
four X’s. Obviously, tl 
ry good record to me. 

Mr. MceDermorr. That ac 
Mr. JonKEL. Pardon me / 
Mr. McDermorr. That 


res ol pas niet 


show that they 


Tt 
resented, but there ! 
Mr. JONKEL. | do not 


(> fhe 
remembet 
0 know this. \s I remembet 
he had paid out and what « 
din, and I was under the impression 
t pretty well matched that up. 1 
! De two ol} three thousand dollai 
funds. You have helped 


Vir. McDrermorr. Now whi 


th whom vou d e 
he preparation of th 
| me, I believe, t] 


and that yor 





os 
‘ 
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I could not recall, if they could recall any contributions that I did not 
remember. 

I did not diseuss writing the letter with them or maybe I did, I 
don’t know, but that is not why I went to them in the first place. 

Mr. McDermorr. At whose suggestion did you submit the letter / 

Mr. Jonxent. My own. 

Mr. McDermort. Did you discuss it with anyone before you sub- 
mitted it 4 

Mr. Jonker. My own and my counsel. Mr. Williams and I dis- 

! 


cussec, it 


Mr. McDrermorr. Is that the only perso} with whom you discussed 


rine lettel ¢ 


( 


sendin 

Mr. Jonker. It is the only person that I discussed it directly with. 
] WMA TINE that ] d scussed. it indirectly or | discussed it In front Ol 
other people. , 

I think the idea of a supplemental report first came up, 1 don't 
remember the date, but it was about 3 days before the letter—make 
t around Washineton’s Birthday. It w is a holiday | believe, yes, 
Was! Inetol *s Birthday. 

I met with Mr. Williams, with a Mr. Enos Stockbridge, from Balti 
more, who was representing Mr. Butler, I believe, in this. I think he 
s Senator Butler’s counsel: met with him, with mn counsel and # and 
we discussed the discrepancy in the Mundy report, what must have 
peen a discrepancy. 

Up until that time I had not seen the Mundy report, and if I re 
member properly the sequence, the next day Mr. Williams got a 
copy of the Mundv report and I went over it with him and then I 
nember on Sunday L be lieve It Was, 1l must have hee) a i riday, the 
first dav Lam talking about. because on a Sim day we got together and 
we wrote the letter to Mr. Mundy, a spe ial-delive I'\ letter. 

Mr. MeDeraorr. Is that the first time you had met Mr. Stock 


. ve? 
Mr. Jonker. That is the first time I ever discussed anything w 

: | pro! bly met him in Baltimore that I do not recall. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that is all at this time, Mr. Chairman 
Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Beeker. Mr. Jonkel, when Mr. Mundy gave his testimony | 


Ir. Jonket. What, Mr. Becker ? 
Mr. Beexer. When Mr. Mundy testified before this committee ] 


1 


asked Dimi a question, reading from page 12P0 of the testimony: 


I ! with the I der b ( 1 other it 1 may have s 
e pay ( S Ol l \ here anv ¢ I = to show hat tl 
] I | ll nd { ] I li t ‘ I by Vourst 
And Mr. Mundy answered in substanc¢ 
en if those bills were scrutinized they would show payme! 
s by nN 
| I oras, f it oO come of the bills there were payments or 11 
} ] 1 7 - 
Cie} t ( puvments ¢ those bills other thai payments made by hn 
of the Butler WMmMpalge) omniittee. With that bit « 


to as] ou, Mr. Jonkel, whether or not there were o1 
Mu 


nav saw. 1h order for h 1 to make | 


a 
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equent payvinents, credits of payments by independent sources 
on the Fedder bill, a payment of 35,000, or some other amount, 
that you paid independently from Mr. Mundy. 
Mr. Jonxen. I do not know, Lhave not read all of Mr. Mundy’s tes 
mony. Asa matier of fact. all IT have read has been what 
ress, | do hot understand how Mr. Mundy, wl 
maou reguilal long scale COnVersatllols on Oo} e@ VIS 
lo not remember, [ do not understand how he 
reports, how he could look ut his hills and hot 
were paid out from some place else. 
He is an ullorney 5 he is a smart man: he 
essman,. too. He had a deficit to handle. 


edi, bul We hada deficit at the end of our campn 


I do not understand how Mr. Mundy could mat 


ents. X dollars and different dates on it. 


Mir. Pedder has done that: thev have 1] 


) } } 
1a pra a out with whit these pp miters Mave 110) 


lerstand how he could not understand and real 
ler monevs had ¢ ged hands. I 
| ao hot see how he could h ive hee 
fh) t of all lis ex} 
to what they recelver 
riosity, { hoLnInYe 
to where cha the 
Mir. Mundy. 
Mr. Beexer 
Senator Monr 
Senator Plenpricks 
viral 
Senator MoNRONEY. Senat 
Senator Sairu. Mr. Jonkel, 


ck to the tabloid tl »B 


arranged for 
r sponsorship, a 
timony establish 


( ras. the boss ot thre 


Now, as IL recall 4 


} . , 1 
ted to the tabto1d as heinoe someth 


indidate woi ld hang his hat on 
il e vour objection to the tabloid ? 
Mr. JONKEL. In view ot the fact that It was finally published iu} d 
stributed, it must have been an academic objection, but I think that 
hen I saw it I objected pretty strenuously, but that was to Mr. 
Butler, that Was tot he people in the otlice, that Was TO Some of the men 
at were helping us on the campaign. I did not like it at that time. 
Senator Sairu. And when was that? 
Mr. Jonxen. That was about 6 days before the campaign, Senaté 
efore the election, Senator. . 
Senator Smiru. And where? 
Mr. JonKEL. In our headquarters office. Mr. Butler came in. 
Senator SMITH. You objected td the tabloid to— 
Mr. Jonker. Senator Butler, ves. 
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Senator Smiru. About 6 days before the election ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Senator Samrru. You do not know who overruled your objection ? 
Mr. Jonker. There wasn't anything to overrule, Senator, really 
The distribution had already started. I remember saving, I believe | 
called up Mr. Fedder and he said the distribution had been 45 or 50 
percent accomplished throughout the State. There wasn’t anything 

that could be done about it at that time. 

Senator Smrru. What [I was trving to determine was, as [ under 
stand it, vou objected to it. You thought it was not a very eood thing, 
and someone must have placed the order and said, “(ro ahead,” given 
the oreel light. 

Mr. Jonker. I probably, Senator, at one time or another may have 
told somebody to go ahead, roll the presses. As I stated also, I did 
not particularly like the idea from the beginning, but that happens 
to be iy business. A cook maybe does not like somebody else’s 
cake as well as she likes her own. 

Senator Smiru. Who did make the final decision ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. At that time I assume it was the Young Democrats 
for Butler. I do not know what decision was made other than every- 
body seemed to think we were going to have ia tabloid. 

Senator Smrru. As L remember it, Mrs. Van Dyke said that you 
arranged with her or asked her to arrange for the Young Demoer: ais 
to go ahead with the nei t. Isthat accurate? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; it probably is. 

Senator Saaru. You did not see a page proot / 

Mr. JonKEL. No: I did not. 

Senator Smiru. As 1 remember it. the Young Democrats for Butle: 

id not see the } root. 

Mr. Jonker. Their representative, I believe, saw it. Senator. 

ast that is what I was told. 

Senator Smiru. Who is that 7 

Mr. Jonxen. I think Mr. Peterson and some attorneys saw page 
proofs or they saw it on the stones, page proofs. That was my unde 

andi a and | thought that had been brought out in the testimony. 
| saw that in the paper that somebody saw it before it went out. 

Senator Smiru. Now, Mr. Jonkel, to go to another subject, have you 
ever done any work of any kind on any campaign outside of the Hlinoi 
election and the 1950 Maryland campaign 4 

Mr. JONKEL. No. 

Senator Smiru. You have not ever given any advice or consultation 
on any campaign in any State other than Ilinois and Maryland ? 

Mr. Jonxen. You mean official’ Tam a big one for advice. 

Senator Smirnu. Official or unofticial. Have you interested yourself 
in any way in any campaign outside of Illinois and Maryland ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. No: I have not. 

Senator Smirn. You are quite sure of that 

Mr. Jonker. [am quite sure. 

Senator Smrru. Thank you. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hennings ? 
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Senator Hennines. Mr. Jonkel, this morning Mrs. Van Dyk 
! prepared statement said: 

[ did not see the newspaper From the Record until afte ts distribution, a 
ugh I did Know that such a piece of literature was in the making. Mr. Jonke 
inged through me for the Young Democrats to assume responsibility for the 
ting and distributiot 
Do LT understand you to suggest now, Mr. Jonkel, that the You 
mocrats made the decision primarily to publish From the Record 
tabloid 7 
Mr. Jonken. Tf you mean, Senator, was the idea theirs, no, the idea 

not theirs. Do you mean “publish.” do you mean the final word 
vO ahead and roll the presses ! They dic approve it or their repre 
tatives approved Iv. That ] remember being discussed. 

Now the idea. I have said before, the idea ay have come from any 
l2 different people. As I told you, we had many, many peop! 

Marviand, people 11) Baltimore, rad \ of Mr. Butler’s f1 Chas, Nos 


hom were Democrats, they thought that oui CalMpalgi Was nol 


rd enough against Senator Tydings. 

Id tlered with them because I thought that Se. ator TPydn vs had 
ady done whatever was going to be done in that area. We wanted 
do something more strongly for Mr. Butler. We had lots of 
ople who suggested that kind of thing. Mr. Butler would not 

eit directly. 

We felt that we had better go along with these people, that, after 

|, were helping us on the campaign. We did go along. I turned 

ver all of the material to Miss Kerr, to Mr. Smith 

It has been testified that they did write it: they did pul the thn 
ther. I said that we would not do it under our name. We had 


ther the money nor did we have the intention to have it fo out 

der Mr. Butler’s name. 

Bas cally we did not have the money, and if we would have to get 

mebody else to do it and | remember distinetly suggesting that it 

the Young Democrats, and probably I talked about it to Mrs. Van 

VKe and asked her to see if they would do it. ‘| hey sid they would 
it. : " 

It was still being written, being put together, and it was my under 
ding’ at the time, Senator, that they did send somebody over To set 

hefore their hame was put On It, and I may Ol somebody else may 

ve said, O. IX., go ahead, the thing will be paid for my someone. — | 
ember saying it had to be billed to them. 

| remember saying that if they have approved it, it can go ahead 

the same way that 1 would say it for some other project that had 

lo with the campaign, but which I did not actually carry out. 

Senator HenninGs. Do you know whether the Young Democrats 
ally saw the tabloid From the Record before it went out / 

Mr. Jonken. Well, that, sir, somebody told me that Mr. Peterson 

(an attorney that represented the Young Democrats saw it. I do 
not know to this day. I haven't talked to any of those people 
ther or not they ever saw it. 

Senator Hennines. You heard or read or otherwise had information 
n to you, have you not, Mr. Jonkel, that the so-called Young 
ocrats have testified before this committee that they did not 
ove and would not today approve nor would they have approved 
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at the time of the issuance of the tabloid From the Record, the con 
posite picture which was contained. Have you heard about that 
Do you know avnthing about it / 

Mr. Jonken. IT heard that they would not use again a composit 
picture because they would not want to get into as much trouble a 
they think they are in now. I heard that. 

1 did not hear that they would not approve the tabloid) in 
entirety, Senator. l did not read the record. All [T heard was about 
the composite. 

Senator Hennines. You heard that they said here before this coi 
miittes that they hac not seen any ot the pictures, did you not, Nh) 
Jonkel / 

Mr. JONKEL. No: I did not. I have not read any of the testimon 
Senator. 7a . 

Senator Hennines. You read the newspapers occasionally, did vo 

+ 9 

Mr. Jonker. Every day. 

=~ itor ly NNINGS. In the course of these hear hes 

Mir. JonKen. Yes, sir. 

senator 1) NNINGS. Nol oly if Was W iddely reported that tl 


/ 


Young Democrats said the had not seen the picture or don't you 
remember that / 


Mer. Jonnxen. I remember or I think mavbe it is because I know th 


? 


IS What happened rather than my memory on the press. | thought 
that I remembered seeing that they hada representative, Mr. Peterso: 
ana somebody else, see the tabloid and check on it for them. 


bysve 


Phat 1 remember, but as I Say, that Way he mV memory Gong 
to the campaign instead of a press report. 

Senator Hennines. You do not recall, then, that Mr. Peterson at 
others testified that they had not seen the pi ture before the publ Cu 
tion was distributed 7 

Mr. JONKEL. No: I did not know that Mr. Peterson hac not seen 
Usually when vou see something in proof form, you see it, vou coul 

fon a stone. Lhe whole thing is all tied together ready to b 
“| with. I mean all of the stories are thi re all of the euts 
here, all of everything. 

fake one big proof of it and you have each page by itself. That 

I assume they saw, 

enator Hennines. You do not know if they saw it before it wi 
out ¢ 
Mr. Jonken. No, sir: I did not. 
Senator Hennings. And vou did not see it vourself 4 
Mr. Jonxen. I did not. — . 
Senator Hennings. And you are unable to tell this committee of 
any responsible person connected with the campaign who saw tli 
tabloid From the Record before distribution actually began; is t! 
true 

Mr. Jonket. Anybody that was a part of our campaign, no; [ean 
recall anybody that saw it, neither Mr. Butler nor Mister—TI, nor a 
body in the oflice Saw it. 

Senator Henninas. And there you were presiding over the hea 
quarters, and for all purposes managing the campaign, and as fai 
vou know nobody there saw this piece of literature for which you pa 
ll part before distribution began / 
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Mr. Jonket, We paid, if [ may say so, we 
ild not pay for it. It 


did not have our hame 
ek it. The were the people that were itv auth 


Serato HreNNINGS. Did not Mrs. Va } Dyke as ive them vo 
ror it ¢ 


for 1 whe 


wis not our O pay for it 


on it then. 


1 


ho need fo. me 


t 


JONKEL, 


OHWPOSs le 
I clo not. o 


wrote the 


\\ 


i 
ator Pvd ! 


ferously. 


vou told . Mr. Jo) kel. t] if \Ir NIundy 


} ] ] 
‘e and he aid 


HENNINGS. Now 


ive icL\ ised Vou about the Corrupt Practices Act 
l whethe he ay \ hether he did not é 


Are you able 


ode N KEI. St] pevy have heeause | was Try ne To he 
nletel | lid | : } : } 
pletely honest. I did not want to savy that he did not do something 
Lot remember hu 


i) adv Ing me about the Corrupt P) wetice \ t 
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I do remember him asking for a lot of information about how do you 
function as the treasurer 

Senator Henninos. Did you ever ask him for any legal advice o 
information ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. No; I did not. 

Senator Hennings. Or any other member of the bar? 

Mr. Jonxe.. No; I did not, because, as I say, I did not at that time 
assume ae I was in charge of the money. ‘The money that I handled 
[ handled by negation, I suppose you would call it, because in my) 
opinion—and this may be a difference in Mr. ideuay s ’ testimony, I di 
not ton did not have the cooperation from our treasurer tha 
Was necessary to run a campaign that was being conducted 18 hours : 


day. 
Senator Hennings. Did you ever complain to Mr. Mundy that | 


i 


1 


had fa led to cooperate with you! 
Mr. JONKEL. bitterly. 

ator HENNINGs. Upon how many oceasions ? 

. JONKEL. Perh: ips every other day for 7 weeks, something lik 
When I could find Mr. Mundy, I would comp lain to Mr. Mundy 
day that we won the primary elect On, which was the first da 

Mir. Mundy was in our office, Mr. Mundy asked me if we wer 

eoing to change treasurers after the general election because we had 
discussed that. Mr. Butler had discussed it with them. We had al 
asked for a little more coopers ition, perhaps not cooperation ; that 

a relative term. We had asked for a little better definition of what he 


meant by “availability” and what we meant bv “availability.” We ha 


all tal o him about it. 

He sai would look bad if we were to change treasurers. He said 
“What are you going to suggest?” And I told him that it was uy 
to Mr. Butler. but that if he continued as treasurer I would be mo 
appreciative and the campaign would be a little more efficient if wi 
h id some more cooperation from him. 

We had a kind of a standing joke around the office: “We never ha 
so many weeks without a Mu ndy.” I am not saying what Mr. Mund 
remembers—that is what Mr. Mundy remembers; what I remembe 
that is what I remember. We had trouble with a treasurer that w 
very rarely available to us, 

Senator Hennrines. Mr. Jonkel, as manager of the campaign, we 
you at all concerned or interested in your responsibility under the la 
forthe handling of substantial sums of mone v? I believe your suppl 
mie irv report totaled some S2T O00, 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes. 

Senator Henntncs. Did that occur to vou at all in terms of 
matter of legal responsibility ? 

Mi * JONKEL. Yes: it would. If by the Amount of money, Senato 
that we were talking about was $2,000 or $1,700, or $300 and it h 
not been reported, that could be, I mean maybe IT just figured I 

t bother with that. 

This s a lot of mnioney we are talkine about. This fortunately 

fortunately is the way I earn my living. IT would not conduct 
campaign so that I would wind up at the end of it with this kind of 
thir or, This is not coing to do me any vood, I want this cleared ip. 

As soon as [ found out that there were some discrepancies, I d 
vhat LT could to bring all points together. If I had known at tl 
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me that there was anything wrong in our operation by omission 
or by any other way, Mn my own be half | would have wal tec to make 
ire that I was out in front, and the way to be out in f ‘ 
verything right behind you. 

Now, obviously, we were not everything ris 

‘lL worried about the law, didn’t worry about 
that things should be done properly, ves 
Senator HennincGs. And what has now oc 
lieve you referred at this point to the exploit 
t one doubt that you want exploited ¢ 
Mr. JONKEL. 

ae 


nd nothing 

mpagn, s that kind of a do 

il. 

Senator Hennineos. Thank 

Senator Monroney. Mr. .lo 

een trying to search for is } , 
ble for the abloid Llere \ as 


tito T 


| adhic t] 
ite State-w 
ieve t! 
th that pul 
ied : 
NKEL. Not for 
itor MONRONEY. 
JONKEL. The 
itor MONRONEY. 
JONKEL. No, sir. 
ator Monroney. I thou: 
ctly, that you got spe 


ni taal 


were used in the tabloid. 
JonkKeL. Well, we got ] 
when we got the thi 
The tabk idl hy 
adhswer your 
| »TO know, and | woul 
ne that had to do with the 
r headquarters some pl 
that 1s concerned, ves, thet 
ofar as the follow through on 
if the production and the distribution, 
pletely our own project. 1 would not 
vthine to do with the tabloid. It | have 
ot mean that. 
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| salad ana | have said before. 1] have said in earlier testimony I did 
larly think that was the best way to spend money we did 
the time. 


t 


ut 
ild have liked some other kind of implement, but we had 
pressure Ol Us, enough people, a2ood people | mean people 
ide sense in all kinds of ways—they thought that was a good 
imple ment to use, so with some spare time, and with some 
as bial \ th hes do} e@ as possible, I did Come lp with put 

-as Tar as g 


} } : 1 
othe extel that | did vlve the fT 


etting the information 1s concerned, 
hings to Miss Kerr: 

ome COpy, as | have test! ie |: | cl cd Say that we must have 
body else sponsor it; in all of that, why, ves, the tabloid was 


from our oflice. \V | » because a lot of people thought it 


ing shots around 


. ; , 
mewn, the tablor 
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Mr. Jonxer. Yes; if I would accept it, or had been that much com 
cerned about: it. I could have stopped i. But what you said be ror 


rht cd the 


‘ 
‘ 
it 


that it was distributed because I said “Yes there is ash 
ence. It was distributed because 1 sav “No.” J 
| tributed because | said yas: 

Senator Monroney. My original questio 
loid. not the contents of it. 

Mir. Jonxen. I did not stop the tabloid. 

Senator Moxnroney. You objected to the con 

e thing that ra sed t after you sa | {1 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes, sir. 

Senator MoNRoNrEY. 

bution of a tabloid, 


Mir. JONK 


yi) 
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Mr. Jonxen. Sir, the only time I remember discussing it with him, 

s ] previously testified, was when I said that all of the things that 
pales wanted—I believe some people in there were saying that we 
Butler was not hitting hard enough at Senator Tydings, and wl 
didn’t he say this or that. After they left, I said ‘that there was : 
plan under way, or a project had been proposed, why don’t we put 
out a small newspaper to cryieaen ate things. It was my idea, that if 
used at all, that they would be quoted from other sources, reprint 
from other things. That way you could put out that kind of a thing 
| suppose. He didn’t say he would not put it out. He asked me if 
it was a good idea. I said I did not know which. It would answer 
a lot of questions for a lot of people, make them think we were being 
cooperative tothem. That's as much conversation as we had. I hav 
testified that before. 

Senator Monroney. He understood it would go out not under your 
responsibility, but under some other responsibility ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. That is the understanding you had ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. 

ee ag Monroney. How long before the election was that? 

Mr. Jonxent. I don’t know. That may have been 4 weeks befor 
the tet: on. 

Senator Monronry. Quite some time—about the time, perhaps they 
started eatherin im matel lal ¢ 

Mr. Jonker. Before. 

senator Monron} y. Even before that. And you started helping 
some, | bet ieve, supply about half of the copy or information, and | 
believe the testimony was that Miss Kerr supplied the other? 

Mr. Jonxext. I don’t know. I wouldn't give even a euess on thi 
proportion. | gave them whatever I hadi in the drawer, 

Senator Monroney. And the selectivity of the material was left 
up to them ¢ 

Mr. JonKen. Yes, su 

Senator Monronry. And by “them,” you mean Mr. Smith— 

Mr. Jonxen. That’s right. 

Senator Monronry. Who has testified that he wrote the copy! 

Mr. JonkKet. Yes. 

Senator Monronery. I see. Did youe ver talk to the Times Herald 
about the responsibility of it for the printing, and give them tl 
order - on how m: ny cop! les 4 

Mr. Jonxen. I talked originally with somebody at the Times-Heral 
about ahathen as not it could be printed fast: ve 

Senator Monronery. And I believe Miss Van Dyke testified 
morning that you had her check several sources in Baltimore to se¢ 
if it could be printed there fast ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; if they had big enough presses to do the job fast 

Senator Monronry. And get figures on the cost, as well? 

Mr. Jonken. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Did you ever relay those figures to the Youn; 
Democrats / 

Mr. JONKEL. Yes: because I told them where the thing could 
printed, for how much money. 

Senator Monroney. You told them. Who did you tell? 

Mr. Jonkxen. Mr. Purnell, I believe. 
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senator MonRoONEY. Ilow much it would cost 

Mr. Jonken. Roughly: ves. 

senator Monroney. And the distribution cost / 

Mr. JonkeL. The distribution cost, yes; because I did 

tified on that I did talk with Mr. Fedder before t 

mn written, a tO approx mately what it would cost to ad 
throughout the State, and | wave that Informat On to Mr. Purine 
eheve to Mr. Purnell, mavbe Lo Mr. Peterson. 

senator Monroney. I believe that’s all I have. 


semiutor 4 


Senator Hy NDRICKSON, } es, Mr. ( hairmay 
Mr. Jonkel, in his testimony before this comn 
we 120s, Mir. Mundy was asked this question 


th Jone ! 


phone 


ne whet 


Tt. » ’ 
stateme! 


aid before, 


with him. Ile said IDS llv the 
rpreted what vou just said right. 


son. Then further. in response this questio} 
} 


he questi vi it to Mr. Mundy: 


' : 
hat statement substantial 


I JONKEL. Substant ‘ lly eorrect. 
itor HIenprickson, ‘answer was ° Yes” 
Tr. ode NAEL. Yes, Sir. 


nator Henpe hen. this further question was asked: 
Lilhie t} 


» you ever advised by Mr. Jonke 
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Is that statement substantially correct ¢ 


Mr. Jonxent. Well, in my mind or memory, that is not.  Perha 


t is, from his standpoimt. I 
him— 
Senatol 


Henprickson. 
Yes: it 
HENDRICKSON. 
] Can 
lO- 


' . : 
ve us the check how, 
: 
I 


does. 


Ih 


remembet 


Mr. JONKEL. 
Ssennutol 


Mir. JONKEL. 
that We 


were gvolng 


| 
t 


nve t 


tion. I Wa) 
bution. J 


l ow 


i] a vive 10 to him, 


aha 
' 


don’t remember his 


t| itat least once. mavbe tw ce, during 


senatol 


Were th 


HENDRICKSON, 
rps 
Mr. 


sO 7)) 


} 
JONKEL. Over the 
itor HENDRICKSON, 
Yes, sir. 
Henprickson, TI 
Monroney. Mr. 


r. JONKEL. 
at ‘ 


ito! 


hatol 


don’t 


-(he man was 


mw than would uecepl this 


McDerme 


ott 4 


know. lL can remember tell 


Your memory runs to the contrary / 


What res} 
ling him ina couple of insta 


there Now. 1f we could not 
ont 
we would clear it up as a cont 
ry but TL remember tell 


rthe cainpaten., 


] 


Hing h 


CO?! 


Versat 


McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel, do you recall, on the week end « 


ep ~ 14) (). trendamne 4 


d by Miss Jean Ken 


ount of SO.000 ¢ 


“if 


th M 


hie 
Nir. 


NKEI Yes. 
MeDrermorr. That is a 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker / 

Mr. Becker. Mr. l. with 


Jo kel, 
1 it were ol Were Ss] 


ole 


I. 


uv bills. “at 
it perfectly 


ld have 


wanted to make 
Al 

itil 
( 


Oy 


rs or othe! 
Mr. JonkKeL. Yes, sir. he 
] Cannot ul 
the 


those print creditors, 


hooks, and 


and pri fer shows | 


' pep 
ther s< CUO came 


nee where theo 


} 


Becker. By the way, the 


ss Jean Kerr ana some ot 


res 


now, 
ndependent payments made, 
| icf 

' 
Wis ser 
hderstand how ne could show expenditures 


1h 


1? 
t 


Washinetor 
ceive a contribut 


] . 
elmenni the date, of course, 


het | 

I met ao man.wa Mr. Bent] 
anal the possibility of « 
anal he x 


tor post: 


pect to any independent paymi 
thy paid by Mr. Mur 
clear that vou are confident M 
by see no the bills, that 


r were previously mar 


Dsequel (| (| 


) 
here Wwe 


{ 
} 
ie. to a) 


hat correct ¢ 


of 


ving as an accountant His oO 


] 


he would 


S17.000, and why 
from. 
Q r new in political « 


: » L. cat} 
if Wspape re Whetive 
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urer when [ came to Maryland, he had been treasurer at that time fc 
a month or more on the campaign. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes. 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t know who it was he was discussing with then 
I said I did have phone conversations with them. I don’t remembe 
wny specific instructions from them. 

Senator Hrnnines. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monronry. No more questions ¢ 

Mr. McDrermorr. No more questions. 

Mr. Becker. No more questions. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Jonkel, did anyone discuss with vou the ci 
sirability ot defeating Senator Tvdings at any time prior to the fin 
contact requesting you to serve in the Capa ity that you did for My 
Butler / 

Mr. Jonxen. Other than people in Illinois discussing it, Senator 
friends of mine, we talked about where we would win, the Repub 
cans. That is, where would we win in November. So that we coul 
win in Maryland. Period. I mean, just friends of mine in [lino 
that had nothing to do with the campaign. 

Senator Smiru. That was long before you were contacted to ser 
for Senator Butler / 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Do you remember the first time vou talked 
over— 

Mr. Jonxet. No. 

0M Sairn. Or with whom 

Mr. J JONKEL. No. ust friends, just social vatherines, the same wa 
we discussed the possibility of detea ting Senator Lueas in [lino 
just a general discussion of politics. 

Senator Henprickson. I assume from that answer that you al 
discussed other States / 

Mr. Jonken. Yes, we discussed the country as a whole. 

Mr. Henprickson, Of which Maryland was one—— 

Mr. Jonket. Yes. I never discussed the campaign against Senat 
Tydings with anyone that I later worked with on the campaign. 
that the answer / 

Senator Smiru. No, I was just trying to determine whether it W 
a matter of defeating Senator Tydings from the first, if the candida 
was picked after you agreed to manage the campaign. 

Mr. Jonxen. No, not tomy knowledge. I had an academic inter 
after I came here to talk to Mr. Butler, Mr. France, and Mr. Bonne 
Until then, Mary land— 

Senator Smiru. Was only another State / 

Mr. Jonxen. Good State, incidentally. 

Senator Monroney. Was any part of the funds you handled | 
to pay the Republican campaign committee { 

Mr. Jonxen. Probably, Senator, I don’t know. We paid wat 
workers, do you mean ¢ 

Senator Monronry. I was more specifically questioning whet! 
you made contributions to the Republican campaign, the State cent 
committee, county committee, or ¢ ity committee. 

Mr. Jonxen. There may have been. I remember I paid for seve 
sound trucks and that kind of thing. I remember paying some 
those things. I remember paying for them to put up some poste) 


/ 
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it kind of stuff, that was for the party as a whole, rather than 
¢ just Butler. But that was the way the whole set-up was made 
ir. Butler was to pay half the cost of all the party general things 
the State. 

Senator Monronrey. What I was more or less specifically 


I 


e questions, these checks vou vourself endorsed or Wh ch 


ne to you, which you later reported not through Monday but 


ugh your subsequent letter, did any of those funds go to pay off 
. publican activity, as such, or was it mostly wh bills for youn 
campaign! 
Mr. Jonket. Ninety percent better woul 
senator MOoNRONEY. Do you have a question 
Mr. Becker. No. 
Mr. McDermorr. Nothing further. 
Senator Monroney. Thank you very mu 
your testimony. 
Che committee will stan 


] 
DOCK, 


(Whereupon, at 8:55 p. m., the 
neat 10 a.m ‘Tuesday. March 27. 195] 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 27, 


UNITED S81 


ILEGES AND 


ite 


Now. Mr. L°Heur 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT L’'HEUREUX 


Mir. MceDerarorr. What 
Mr. L’Hevrevx. 1251 
Vin. MceDernnme 

Mir. ToTevcret 


( 


niittee 
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Mr. McDermorr. And those are both committees of the Unite 
States Senate: is that correct 2 

Mr. L°Hevurevx. Right; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you have been employed in this capacit 
continuously for some time, have you ¢ 

Mr. L°Hreurevux. Yes, since 1947 with the Banking and Curren 
Committee. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, Mr. L’Heureux, the reason for your pri 
ence this morning is that your name was introduced into the recor 
the testimony of an earlier witness, Ewell Moor 
» record, when Mr. Moore was being question: 
preparation for his testimony. Senator He: 


of these hearings 11 


on page 1459 of the 


with reference to the 

drickson asked him this question : 
Was this conversation with Mr. L’Heureux, Mr. Moore, before or after y 

“guested the right to appear before this committee? 

Mr. Moore. If I recall now, I think it was before Mr. Fedder even testified 
hot in of that It was just a short discussion in the corridor of 
\ lice Building. It is hardly worth mentioning. 

s tor HENpricKsON, That is when you had this academic discussion ? 


Mr. Moorr. Yes 


Now, Mr. Moore told us that, and | would like to have you tell { 


beommittee of your contact with Mr. Moore with reference Lo 


nppearance before this subcommittee. 
Mr. L’Hevrevx. Well. roughly about a month ago, or it could | 
i was in room 11—C, which is the temporat 


. | 
ms much as 6 weeks ago, Lt Wi l 
' 


eadquarters ot the Joint Committee on Defense Production. and M 


Moore, whom I did not know as Mr. Moore then, came in to the cor 
room had a nodding and speaking acquaintance w 


} 1 the Senate di ne room ot the Capitol 


} 
name was \) vho ly that Knows me ¥V 


iTV poor iel Hames. L remem) 


seldom remembe1 
| did hot know 
‘Mr. L Heur: 


ln Con ressional p. 


‘L would like vou to brief me on 1 
committees on pris ilewes of witnesses, and so fort 
int out at that time that normally if | were asked I 
to testify as to legal advi 


on the eround of privil 
it. In this ease. the eli 
vou substantially what occurred, 


t obtain, and that is why I will proc 


not unusual for me to do this. I have been request 
nformation, not always as to committee procedure particular 


as to committee procedure and privileges of witnesses ft 
from aides in the Senate, many times f1 


of (‘ongeress. 

vate attormeys In town. 
For a number of years I have been associated with committe 
one Wavy or another. IL have been on the Hill here since 1939, off : 
on, and even when in private practice I always had some do 


with the doings of Congress here. So it was not unusual for a 


to come in and ask me for that type of information. 
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It was not unusual, either, for me to go into it without even inquir- 
ng as to who he Was, 

Now, I said, “Well, listen, the fastest way to et this over is for me 
o give you a brief lecture, as 1 would in law sehool.” 

| have taught constitutional law and criminal law for several years, 
nd Lhave also taught legislation, 


including this subject, privileges of 
tnesses, and so forth. ‘That 1s one reason why private attorneys 
ften consult me. 


I have taught statutory law, in other words, all these subjects per- 
ning to this. 


So Lhad him sit down, and I wave him roughly a 20-minute lecture 


\fter that he probably asked more questions for possibly 5 or 10 
nutes. 


Lisslon Was acadelm 


\s he stated hetor the committee. the d 
sense that he asked mime what the law was Ve] erally perta I 
hat. and I eave lim the law. \s he said. 1 quoted to | 


ladison. Ih one conneckron., AI | al referred tim to 
irticularly title 2S, section 63 


tt 


oviven betore 


ee not beine illowed | prose iit 


xcept for perjury commit 
In other words, 1 covere: 
wered his questions, 

He asked me about }! L\ ileves 
ad not that he intended to use tT! 1 Sal 
it. but he said, “I would like to know about them.” 
He told me he was a voung’ attorney, and so forth. 
S conversation, howeve rr I 

tor McCarthy. I 


Li 


ry the type 


] 


. 1 , 
OOKeC 


day. 
ng T called him up at | ome, and I reminded 
‘You truthfully said as an academ 
true report.” And I said, “You probat lv forget, though, that 


tl 


C CGISCUSSION, 


icume ito the office and discussed it with me. and the seco d time 


met in the corridor.” IT think he said that it escaped his mind, I 
‘t reeall what he snd. But that. roughly, is the whole situation 
| would give that information, of course, to any Member of Con- 


.or anybody on any staff here that drops in and asks for it. 
if 


he was a private individual and not connected with a Senator, 


ld have ( harged him highly for It. 
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Senator HEeNNINGs. Did he 
before identify ne 


= 


ask you any hypothetical questio) 
himself to vou, or before vou suggested to him th 
matter, as to who he might be and the nature of his interest ¢ 

Mr. L°Hevreux. No, he did not ask any hypothetical questio 
before identifying himself. 


He Tet have, in the course ot our ad 


Senator HENNINGs. 


SCLISSITON, did 


As distinguished, however, from an acaden 
he ask vou any hvypot het cal questiol 
Mr. L’Hrurrux. No. I may have 


1, that vou recal 


‘given him hypothets al cases, 
rm 


ill telling Hit that a2 committee of Con 


reterred to the case of he / 


Don't 


how ithe 
ive absolutely 


/Hevurevx. | don't recall 
or Hennines. What 


Interest / Was it 


hot 


{ ( »ANSW have to answe 


said. I 
1 
tie ot 


TO Know about then 


eh he 


Vithesse 


ne upon the grou 


Choose To use the) 


first time I thouel 1e as connected wit 
l was being called in connection w 

at. but I just evathered that. 
| reading of Mr. Moore's stat 


rl 
re | 


to the suggestlo 
ted for perjury, or 


the matter 
nev General. Did he d 


ss the law of perjul 


No: l upon perjury, and 
lat under this title 2s 
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section 634. it states that a witness cannot be haled into court or tried 
for anything he testifies to before a committee of Congress, of either 
House or a jot committee, except for perjury committed within 
the course of that testimony. 

That 1s Hy only recollection of perjury ever comilg up, and it 
from me. 

] also explained to him what I thoug 
that Jaw, which I guess is not pertinent 

Senator Hennines. Yes: thank you. 

Senator MONRONEY. r MeDermott. 

Mr. McDrernorr. r. L’Heureux. did 

me that he’was going » | called to tes 

ommittee of the S« 

Mr. L’Trurecux. 

rst time or the nerd 

Min. Me 

it th 


Mr. MceDerra Ni 
( miony, NIv. NIoore 


he approximately a halt 
Mr. Lo: Hrurevx. May 
Mr. MceDrermorr. Yes 
Mr. L). Heurevx. In f 


«y The cor? 


Virg MceDermorr. 

Moore / 
Mr. L’Hevrevx. 
Mr. McDermorr. T) 
duration, and it covert 

t took place im vour office, in 
Mr. L’Hreurevx. Yes. A 


PIN =, { IS my 


- L;Hevurevx. 
he told mie, I think 
ractice. 

Mr. McDerworr. And then s 
cee in your oflice, you subseq 
of the Senate Office 
atters were discussed briefh 
Mr. Lo Hevrecx. Brietly. 1 


awh Ch) he 
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Mr. McDermorr. He told us, on page 1482 of the record of his 
testimony: 

Oh, I think Mr. L’Heureux mentioned the case of Marberry against Madison, 
the official privilege of an employee against the Government. I do not think 
this is really important. I have not claimed any privilege. 


He mentioned receiving that citation from vou, but he did not tel] 
us anything in response to specific and lengthy questioning about thi 
( onference he had W ith you in your oflice. 

Mr. Becker. I object to that statement as a misquotation of the 
pacts, 

Senator Monroney. Read the record on that: would you care to read 
the record on that, Mr. MeDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, the record is 

Senator Hennings. Would you mind reading back Mr. McDe1 
mott’s statement, then, and let us hear what it was. 

Mr. L’Hevrecvx. Might I make one comment before vou do that, o1 
what you have Just said? I told you I heard his testimony. Someo 
told me they had asked a fellow named Kiermas, whom I am not sur 
I know. and from his picture I did not recognize, and I don’t know 
1 know Kiermas, but he had been asked if he had consulted legal au 
thority, and so forth, and this gentleman told me I had told him that 
someone from Senator MeCarthy’s otlice had talked to me on the law, 

ing to appear as a witness, so I heard h 


im, he said. “Gee, [am glad you wer 
“because when they asked me if IT had 


nk I would have forgotten it 1f | 


now Mr. Kiermas, and if a 
ww his name was Kiermas, and the 
»anvone L knew. 
t to you OnvVversat 
an telephone inquiries 
St om moment. bia 
fcDermorr. Yes. 
atoll MoNRONEY. Back to the orig nel iestion. 
Senator Hennines. Yes. will vou read that question, please 
Record read by the rey 
Mr. Becker. The point I make is that on pages 1457, 1458, and 1459 
Mr. Moore. specifi ally testified that he had a sort of g 
ademic discussion on it with Mr. L’>Heureux, and on page | 


Ee} 
$9 | 


ust how the procedure 
I did not plan to 


In other words. { sistent that he did vet that particular acy 
with respect to procedures nl d privileges, and there is ho iMneconsist 


enceyv Whatsoever. 
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Senator Monroney. I don't think that was the point counsel was 
trying to make, if I understand the question. 

Mr. McDermorr. My point is that at no time did Mr. Moore teil 
us about this half hour’s conference that he had with Mr. L’Heureux. 

Senator Henprickson. IT would like to point out that h hot 
asked whether he had il half hour’s conference. 

Mr. McDermorr. I will call the chairman's attention to Mr. 


} 


Moore's answer on page 1459 of the record, which is the only ne 


iv \\ 


e describes this meeting, and he says: 
It was just a short discussion in the corridor of 
it is hardly worth mentioning. 
Phat Is Mr. Moore’s cle sCl 1pt on oft where t hie 
to in his testimony took place. 
Mr. Becker. What IT am referring to, Mr. McDermott, 
illy that there is absolutely striet consisten \ between Mr. Moore 


nd Mr. L/Heureux’ test Hiony as to the aavice Giver Concerning 


} } } 

In other words, wherever it took pla 
] 
| 


} 
iCHadeniic GISCUSSION 


senator MONRONEY. It the ¢ hair might Interpose, | don 


1 
} ¢ 


rpose of the quest on Was related to what the d 
As | understood the qi estion. it was whethe 
the information, and the sworn testimo 
ference had been had prior to this short 
e related to the committee, in the corr . eee 


Mr. McDermortr,. That is correct. The record of Mr. Moore’ 


for What was sald. 


mt correct é 


MONYV speaks 
Senator HenniINGs. Mr. C 
mief for either 


Vie Dermott 


enate Office Building 

Mr. McDermorr. 

Mr. Becker can poi 

mv conterence of 

Lhess, md if he « 

won. 

Senator MONRONEY. 
hings. You are talking about the informatio 
eeking from Mr. L’Heureux, and Mr. MeDermott 
i time, and whether two conferences were actu 
vhich the witness failed to mention, so I think you 

Senator Henprickson. I think, Mr. Chairman, if In 
(hat we are making mountains out of moleh IIs, Hi re vou have te 


he 
} 


Ony that is not 1 disagreement at all about an academ 
hether it was one discussion or two discussions does not alte 


this case, hot one fact. and I think the mann tended 
ie whole story. If we called him back now, he would 
ecall that he had had two conferences instead of one. 

I don't think that we ought to try to indict witnesses o1 

(nesses by such a widespread matter as this. 
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Senator Monroney. | agree. The only thing I think is that it 
goes to the credibility of the previous testimony, that Mr. MeDermot 
is seeking to de elop, which seems to me to be in line 

Senator Henprickson. Well, I have no objection to it on an in 
portant fact, but. 1 think we have got plenty to do in this great capita 
of ours, and I don't th 

Mr. L’Hevurevx. May I point out, that is why I referred to th 
telephonic conversation L had that evening to remind him that ther 
vere two discussions. He told me at that time, as I have just Stated 
he said, “I was glad to see you there, because when they asked 


nk we ought to be 


I | COl sulted lea il ithor ity, | don't thi kk | would have remenibered 


it aif | had not seen vou there. 
shows that his memory was | Lof beclouded. It hap 
weeks before. and h vould not normally expe 
know from experience in the courtroom wWhiat IV WIthessc 
hnpohe aay to the other is quite strange, 
onrty. Do you have i question, Senator Smith 4 
No: I think not. 
NEY. Mr. Mi Dermott. 


i legal questi 
\ Ort. nd I bust answel iv. 
ess. Wedont take time to ask, "Whe 
wer the question, as if comes quick] 
My otlice foree can te l you abo 
R evel be talking to the Pre 
or the Vice President, or one of the page 
Vou are cniled lip) cl} ra asked these ques 


linea wood sou 


would be Ca 
ig they did. 
} “ PSs +] 

YF lawver, ana it seems rathe 


ce without know 1¢ 
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iecident, and this or that occurred,” I would Say, “Wait a minute, this 
sa matter that you will have to consult an attorney on, practicing In 
town.” = «But if it’s something about congressional procedure, it often 
happens that sometimes a Member of Congress—— 

Senator HenNINGs. I am not doubting your word, but it yus 

nusual that any man over the telephone would undertake 

advice or t ilk to invbody about anvthing, for I 
knowing who he was talking to. 

Mr. L’Hevurevux. | have done it for many vea 

iv my business has increased up in Congress 

Senator Hennines. I am not sucoeestil 

e truth. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further question 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Just a few questions, sir. 
Mr. L, Heure IX. We have never met before. 

Did Vou, bya chance, meet with Nii ‘\ 1] Moor 

connection with testimony or for the 
mony / 

Mr. LoTecrreux. Not except in those two instances. 

Mr. Becker. No. He was here, and 
ind you did not participate int] res 

Mr. L> Hevrevx. No. 

Mr. Becker. Did vou give 
witness ¢ , 

Mr. Lo’ Hevrevx. None at 

Mr. Breeker. Or vive any 
proceeding / 


Mr. > Hevurevx. Not to mv knowledge. 
ames. Someone might call up. T was not 


n the paper, 


d the pietures that appear (| 


} ' : 
isand of Surime, and Tmav have met them 


: ., 114] . . 
em, and | don t recall them asking for any leg 


Mr. Becker. That is, you did not have any 
with either aiding on “assist ne ol helpn ol 
he testimonv of any witness before th s cotmittee : 
Mr. I/tfnurrux. No. If you knew my political 
YTroul d, how | Vol ll to the committee here, you woul 
hat. 
Mr. Becker. LT know that, I 
arify that point, Mr. L’Heureux. 
long time. 
Mr. LP HEvrReEt « That is l olt. both Winder the Republica ~ 
ie Democrats, and IT understand that it was unanimous both times. 
Mr. Dax KER. Where cid Vou teach law 4 
Mr. Lo; Hevurevux. I have been teaching since 1942 at Columbus I 
sity School of Law. Sometime before thin 
(georgetown University. IT have taught i 
ibreet . | have been teaching from 194Y, 
20. five nights a week, 

Mr. Becker. What advice you do give to people. 
Ou are acting as amicus curiae: isthat meht / . 
Mr. L’Hervurevux. That is right, probably more 

ih a practicn attorney. 


1a 
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Mr. Becker. And in giving any advice that you gave to Mr. Moore, 
which you label as an academic discussion, I gather that it was strictly 
a question of-—— 

Mr. L’>Hevurevux. It was academic in the sense that he did not say, 
“T have done a certain thing: what should I do?” 

I would say that he wanted a briefing on the general law. I 
understand his viewpoint, because when I started out to practice | 
wish that I could have sat in with somebody who knew something 
about these things, and gotten the full picture within a half hour, 
which ordinarily would take several days, weeks, 
similate. ; 

Mr. Beexer. It is a question of what is the law on these matters? 

Mr. L>Hevrevx. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. You would have given the same information to any 
one, whether it be Moore or Joe Aileh: is that correct / 

Mr. L>Hevrevux. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Hrnprickson, No questions. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Did Mr. Moore say how he h: appe ned to come to you for advice? 

Mr. Li urrux. No: he did not. I surmised it came in either of 
two ways. He testified here that he was a student at the Georgetown 
University. Iam pretty well known there. I have taught at the um 
versity, and then since 1942 I have been teaching at Columbus Univer 
sity, so he may have heard about me there, or he may have heard about 
me from somebody here. On the other hand, he might have heard 
about me from Senator McCarthy. Senator Me¢ ‘arthy was on the 
Bat KV r and Currency Committee, and he Saw my work as counsel. 

Senator Smiru. But he did not say specifically that 
the university or anyone else sent him to you ¢ 

Mr. L;Hetrecx. No: he did not do that. 

senator Smirn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

‘nator Monroney. How long was it after you had the 30-minute 
conversation in your office until you had this conversation in the hall / 

Mr. LD Hevrevx. How long after was this conversation in the hall ’ 

senator MoNRON] Ke In the corridor: yes. 

Mr. L’Hevrevx. I would say it was a few days, 3 or 4 days, roughly 
Sor4 davs after. 

Senator Monroney. Roughly 3 or 4 days after you had this first 
conversation / 

Mr. L’>Hevrevux. That 1 right 

Senator Monroney. it 


can 


or months, to as 


anyone from 


was a subsequent conversation to the 


one that had to do with the case, and the other things you discussed 
in the 30-minute conversation 4 
Mr. L’Hevrevux. That is right. 
nator Monroney. Although you talked to dozens of people who 
came to vou for information in the meantime, that stands out in your 
mind, there being no question that it was a 25- or 30-minute conver 


sation / 


Mr. L’Hevurrvux. As I told you before, I have a poor memory for 
names. I never forget a face or facts. I would not peg the time at 
exactly 50 minutes. It could run roughly from 15 to 380 minutes. My, 
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recollection is that I talked from 15 to 30 minutes, and then there were 
questions for another 5 or 10. 

Senator MonRONEY. You know definitely that the first conversa- 
tron occurred ¢ 

Mr. L’Hevrevux. Definitely. 

Senator Monront as And the second, although you talked tO GOze!l 
of people in the meantime on other events ? 

Mr. L’Hrureux. That is right. Mr. Moore did not question my 
memory. When I told him that night that there had been two meet 
nos, and IT wanted to straighten him out on that. I thought it might 
ive slipped his mind 

Senator Monroney. But your memory was not beclouded in 
vay on the two meetings / 

Mr. W’Hevurevx. I am sure of that, as sure as we are sitt 

Senator Monroney. Your testimony ts that vou called 
uid that he had failed to remember- 

Mr. L>Hevrevx. | had said that it probably escaped 

Senator Monronry. Well, you cannot interpret why 
ell that to this committee. 

Mr. L’Hrurreux. No; but T am telling you my conversation. 
ud, “It probably escaped your mind,” but T said, “You came into 
room 11-C,” and T can tell you one reason why T recall that particu 
larly ; @s | told you, toward the end of the conversation | Sti 
that he might be with Senator McCarthy. When he walked out of 
the room the e@irls im my office started kiddi In’ 
know you were so close with Senator MeCart! ee I said, “He 

th Senator MeCarthy/” And they said, “Yes.” 


j 
spected 


r me, saving, “T didn't 


Senator Monronry. Well. when you said that no met 


een made of lt. or that it may have slipped his mind, w 


/ 


ay ¢ 

Mr. L’Hevurevx. I don’t reeall whether he said, “Yes: 

nuit he did hot challenge ibe anal he went on to talk about s 
else. 

Senator Henninas. Mr. L°Heureux, did Mr. Moore tell you 

was going to testify before a committee / 

Mr. L’>Hevurevux. As I said before, I think at the second meeting he 
robably did, but I don’t recall. 

Senator Hennines. At the first meeting he came to your office 

thout identifying himself ¢ 

Mr. L°Hevurevux. That is right. He probably thought I knew him, 
ecause I recall roughly a year before I sat with him at the same 
ible, and had lunch with him, and talked about different thi OS, 
probably law. 

Senator Hennings. Did he call you by name ? 

Mr. L’Hevurevx. He called me by name; yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. But you did not call him by hame / 

Mr. L’>Heurevux. No; I did not know his name. I did not even 
now which office he was In. 

Senator Hennings. I take it you invited him to sit down near your 
esk / 

Mr. L’Hervrevux. I pulled up a chair, or he pulled up a chair and sat 
own. 

Senator HenninoGs. Do you recall before he engaged in discussion 
ou were quite a busy man ¢ 
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Mr. Ll’ Hevrevx. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And I assume you are from the position you 
occupy. 

Mr. Lo; Hevrevux. That is right. 

Senator Hennineas. Did he engage in any preliminary talk with 
you at all as to why he had come to you for this advice ¢ 

Mr. L°Hevrevux. No. 

senator Hi nnincs. None whatever 2 

Mr. Lo Heureux. I know that that would seem unusual to you, but if 
vousaw how Loperate in the office, Lam always ina hurry: and if some 
body wahts to know something, l Sif dow) and | vive it to them. | 
don't ask where they come from, | rust don't care. 

Senator Hennines. Do you remember how you started this cor 
versation. 


Mr. Lo) Hevrevx. I think IT stated a whil 


. 
thing like this, “Mr. L>Heureux, vou are known here as being an ex 


: ; 
ago that he came in some 


pert on congressional procedure, and all, and L would like a briefing 
on procedure and privileges and immunities of witnesses 

forth.” 

/ 


Senator Henninas. Before congressional committees ¢ 
Mr. L°Hevurevx. Oh, ves: he was referring to congressonal com 
mittees, 

Senator Henntnes. Did you undertake to ask him before what 
committee he might appear, Or the information which he was seeking 
for might apply ¢ 

Mr. L’Hevurevx. No. May I explain that further, too, because you 
have the legal approach to that. 

Senator Hennines. Well, I know lawyers generally ask questions 
in terms of specific matters. 

Mr. L’ Hi UREUX, You have the legal approach to it. ana l would 
have, when I was in my private law office, when IT was practicing law 
pris itely, but here, whether it isasto a ommittee hatter or procedure 

ov, sometimes people come down to our office and t! ey are 
¢ about things for themselves, they may be asking it for 
Senator, and I never protrude and say, “What office are you from,” o1 
“Did the Senator send you down?” 


r) 


Sometimes a Senator wants to know something. and | know Some 
mes they tel] Ws, “eT he Senator wants to know this.” So he didn't 


say that, so I didn't say, “Which office are you from.” and all that. 
One of the reasons I think why the Democrats kept me when the 
Rep b] eans went out. is because ] never violated i confidence from 


one side to the ot he r Both sides ot the a s] consulted mie, They 


e 
COS ilted he freely. il} | | Wo ila answer, anid | have never tried to 


protrude into politics. Lf answer legal questions and never ask why 


they Waht to Know then o1 wl ether if pertan “oO Hun particular cHse 
of theirs 

senator HenNNINGS What cid he specifically ask you about thre 

Mr. Lo Hecrecx. He asked for a general briefing. That is 
lectured for 15 to ZO minutes. I just started to 

Senator Hennings. You just went off into a discussion 


| Hi CREUX [| if rieht, know ! he wv ! du voune attorney 
dnt know much about it. vould like a briefing. and T said. 


if o1ve yolla ho-or 


i) 


minute discussion on it. ana 
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| think I can hiehh rht all the sahent pots 


ought to know about congressional procedure.” 
Senator HLenNines. Did he ask vou anything 
to extortion / 
Mr. Lo Heurevux. Not at all 
Senator Hennings. Do you recall 
ff onan little dissert lon ubout eXtort 


ul 
Mr. L’;Hevrevux. No 


ne aid not ¢ 


IV CO 
senator 

Mr. Lo Het 
Sento] Nios 
he lecture / 

Mr. LHe 
senator \I INR 


Do vou | ive any 


Senator Henprici 


Lri\ where Prom l 


Mr. Lo Hervr 


1] 
ko vou recat 4 


Mr. LoTleurevcx. He was seated, d 
Senator Monronery. Mr. Becker 
Mr. Becker. No questions, 
Senator Monronery. Mr. MeDermott 
Mr. McDermorr. Just one question 
\\ tis the rensol {| Loo tt | 
lik l\ would devote 
me to time ? 
Mer. Lo Heres 

qiestil¢ 
en he asked mel 
Mr. MceDernorr. 


Senator MONRONE)Y 
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Senator Smiru. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings ‘ 

Senator Hennincs. No questions, 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hendrickson / 

Senator Henprickson. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. L’Heureux, 
COmmINE here, 

Now, will counsel eall the next witness / 

Mr. MeDermorr. William Christopher, please. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Christopher, will you state your nani 

Mr. Curisropner. My name is William J. Christopher. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony yo 
are about to give this committee is the truth, the whole truth, a1 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Curisroruer. I do, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much. We appreciate vo 
coming before the committee and giving us the benefit of your te 
mony. 

Mr. Adkins, first, will you state your name and identify yourselt 

Mr. Apxins. Yes; J. Edward Adkins, Jr., attorney at law, Balt 
more, Md. 

Senator Monroney. And you are representing whom ‘ 

Mr. Ankins. I am representing Mr. Christopher. 

Senator Monronry. Very well. 

Mr. Anpkins. When we came out into the lobby immediately prio! 
to this hearing, standing there waiting to come in, Mr. Becker ot 
counsel came out and asked my client if he knew him, and Mr. Chri 
topher said he thought his face was familiar, and Mr. Becker say 
“You area liar.” 

Then he ; if I had ever seen him, and | said, pa as and I 
shook hands with me and said, “Thank you very much.” 

Now, | would like Mr. Becker to clear thrait up for me betore 
proceed, 

Mr. Becker. I will be very glad to, sir. 

someone came over to me 

Mr. Apxins. I cannot hear you, sir. 

Mr. Becker. A question came up a few minutes ago as to whetli 
I had taken an aflidavit from Mr. Christopher. I had never see 
the gentleman in my life, so I took the person who had handed mi 
this note, and brought him face to face with these two gentleme! 
I took this individual who is the administrative assistant to Senator 
Snuth—I didn’t want to have any question about it—in the hall a 
in our presence, | confronted Mr. Cristopher, who admitted he nev: 
saw me before nor cave me an aflidavit. 

I don’t want to have any misimpression created whatsoever. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you know he was going to be calk 
asa witness this morning / , 

Mr. Becker. Last night I did, and the same situation is true co 
cerning Mr. LL’ Heureux. | never saw Mr. Christopher. The State 
ment was given me by Mr. McDermott as to what Mr. Christoph 
was going to testify to. But I had no chance of interviewing tl 
Witness, to know what he would testify about. When I was cor 
fronted with this question, I went into the hall and confronted 1 
men face to face. 
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~enator Hi NNINGS. Llow are vou concerned with the question ¢ 


Mr. Becker. In order to make it clear, Mr. Lewis indicated that 
had spoken to him or that I was supposed to have taken an affidavit 
from him. J never saw Christopher before. I never 
m. so 1 wanted to make that perfectly plain, in order that there 
mld be no question about it and clear up the situation, 
Senator Smirn. 1 think it is very well to have that cl 
Mr. Apkins. I did not quite understand who the 


ventiella 


tery iewed 


eared Up. 


ith you, when you were asking these questions. 
Mr. Becxer. He is a very fine, upright person. 
Mr. Ankins. But who is he? Why the secre: 
Mir. Becker. He is an administrative 
ve assistant to Senator Smith. 

Mr. McDermorr. There is only one other cl: 
lat Is necessary. \\ I en the matter rf Mr. 
rought up. | asked Mr. Reed to gO LO Baltimore at 
ih he did, and the statement is here, tvped 

Myr. Becke) sid tl 


assistal 


iat he received a COpy 
is Deel I the olhice since Satu ay, 
if time, Mr. Becker. 
Senator Monronry. Mr. McDermott, vou ma 
hestioning. 
Senator Smiru. Well, ] think it would be well to get this 
ecord, This Was passed to iy assistant this morni | 


cbict it 


On March 14, Becker said he had looked up Christop! 
fidavit, which apparently he had not told Mr. MeDe 

Now, I simply want th 
Becker said. 

Mr BECKER. That is and so that we cl 
ounsel, Mr. Adkin ~ as ant to clear that up 
o question as to the veracity ot mv statement. 
Senator Monroney. Please do. 

Senator HENNINGs. Just where are 


re ora. to OO { 


p to this in an orderly way, and if it » one int 
s conversation across the table I think that would 
Chere must be a way to eleit the 
k Mr. Adkins might probably 

nld like to be? 


Mr. Apkins. Yes: I could clear 
| 


} 


he very helpful. 


answers from witnesses. and | 
rT) 


De interrogated. I assume you 


up very quickly. 


ere Was an investigator from the Senate subcommittee that 


ired 11) Baltimore on November Is, L9aQ. Now. 
Mr. Adimutt. L understand it is Mr. Albright. In my presence the 


itements were elven to Mr. Albright. who took them down 01 
emorandum pad, and it was my understanding that he 
ek and put them inthe subconunittee file It was not a sworn state 
ent. It was merely questions and answers, and I heard the ques- 


and all the answers. 


| have his hame 


had gon 


Subsequent to that time two investigators, whom I do not know, 

ed to run Mr. Christopher dow hh eat his home, and he called me 
ted, and said that they wanted him to go out in a 
to him. I told him to tell them to see mie, 


SO no 


, very 
automobile ‘ 


information was olven to these two men, 


home about a week after the Mvestigation started, 
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Christopher came to me and signed t! 
is now in the record, and I in turn delivers 
s Stockbridge, an attorney, in Baltimore, Md. 
ects. Mr Christoper has not had anv, so ft 
would have told me, he has not had a 
counsel or members of the comm 
» has not talked to Mr. Bee ker, lam vi 
Lo Mr Be ker. And | am also 


l l 


has had with this investig@at 


Doe that 


if the wit 
is that correct ? 


heat quest Ol 


before 


Mr. Ave 1) rmnott / 
Ile l ] 


Wt V, 


Mir. 


~]dQ)1) 


* VAarlous 


Mr. Adkins, please ? 
vou stand up and raise y 


ime 4 
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Mr. Apkins. J. Edward Adkins, Jr. 
Senator \MIONRONEY. Do you solemnly swear to tel] the truth, 


iole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 
Mr. Apkins. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF J. EDWARD ADKINS, JR. 
MeDeruorr. Now, vou have identified vourself Mar. UA 


a pl iclicing attorney in the « itv of Baltimon 
is n this matter to the witness who was 
William Chris 
Apnins. That is correct. 
fr. McDermorr. Now, 1 your expt 
ndicat «| tliat Nir Chi stopher’s 
ition Was a meeting with an investigat 
6 ih November ¢ 
Vir. ADKINS Novembet LS. 1950. 
Vir. McDrermorr. Now, that was Noveml 
Emerson Hotel in Baltimore / 
Virg Api Ins. Inthe limes | Hotel in Baltiny 
Mr. MceDrermorr. You h referred to this 
igative staff a practicing : ney from Hattiesburg, Mis 
31 ice C, \ultman, \-u a-Th. Is t at the mah to wl Ol 
referring @ 
Mr. ADKINS. 


eredential 


\T 


t 
Vest 


f that is the correct name, SIT. 

Mer. McDrermorr, W 

Mr. ADKINS. Yes: | 

Mr. McDermorr, T) 

Mr. Ankins. He said 

y letter in New York. 

Vir. McDermorr. Thet 

N ou 1 thint 
iltman ¢ 
Mir. Apkins. Yes. 
Mir. McDernmorr, 


\iv. ADKINS. 

) 

irted., 

Mr. MceDeruorr. Aft 

Mr. Apkrns. Yes. 

Vir. MceDrerumorr. N 
of that were / 


Mr. Ankins. Well. this 


re who Wiis Tis 11) ie CT ert. ili i 


yt 


nd Wo meh came } . house ana is] 
on in) Wash 
and how | am 
»now, not “yy personal knowledge 
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gentleman he invited in to talk to, and this man said, “No, we woul 
prefer that you go out in the car.” 

Mv client did not like the idea of going out in ar automobile wit 
anybody that he did not know, particularly after he had heard son 
stories that had been going on in this investigation. So he called 1 
from a neighbor’s phone, and was highly excited, and asked me whi 
ta do. I told him to by no means go out an d take an automobile ri 
but that if the centlemen wanted to talk to him, they could come int 
his house al d do sO. 

Subsequently he cal . within about 20 minutes, and 
that these gentlemen | ic. 

(bout, IL would say, a weeK or LO days after that incident, he aga 
called me and said they were back again, and that they wanted 
again ask him what he knew about this investigation, 

Mr. McDersorr. Was this two men again ? 

Mir. Apxins. The same two men. And he told them that he 
epresented by counsel. He gave them my name, my address, a 

ever heard anything from the men, but 
te an extensive investigation 
, redit. whether he was : rel) 
t from job to Job, and 
tigation. 
o find out who t] ey are, and I 
Mr. MeDermott. 
Did your client ever tell you they identified ther 


epresent themselves to be? 
| ' fase 
| 


nt themselves, ihey came 


iout identifving themselves, and I understand fron 
tance down the road. bu 
could not identify t} 


parked ! considerable di 
1 } 
hevrolet wUtTOModptiie, but 
he leense number. 


Now, that, in point of time, was a week o1 


] 
} 


] 
mmenced ¢ 


1 


ince | explained wis probably rbou 


Denne l might. Subsequent to that incident—M) 
‘man, | nak lil he record to show at this point that to m 
chief counsel, no representatives of the subcommitte: 
¢ to interview Mr. Christopher 
ne. 

Mr. Apxrns. I do not think it was from the subeommittee. 

Mr. Becker. May I also make a comment, that J have no invest 
Pators, and therefore I was not there, hor did I have anyone else 
with me, nor did I send anyone from the staff or send anyone directh 
or aiienoits outside ot niy ollice or any place else to contact Mi 
Christopher at any time. 

Mr. (DKINS. Mr. Mi Dermott. we felt they were not from the sul 

, because we had already given our statement to the subeon 
We have an idea where they came from. We don’t know 
McDrermorr. Now. when you subs —— ntly 
ator Henprickxson. You said you had an idea where the vw 
ym os ut you did not know ? 
“aie eebheioa I, in my own mind, knew where they were from 
Senator Henprickson. Well, where were they from ? 
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Senator Monroney. Just a minute. Is that competent testimony ¢ 
[It is just conjecture. 

Senator Hi NDRICKSON, Llere we come with a sw prise matter, ; 
ould like - 

Senator Hennines. May I suggest to Senator Hen 

han to Just accept a conjecture of th withess, w! | 

nd do Injury to someone, that he might undertake 

on to ask him if his conjecture or surmise o1 

pon other than a notion or an idea, whethe 


LP1SDe. 
Mr. ADKINS. There is ho substantial basis 
rived at it bv a process of elimination 

beominittee investigators. whom I 

em all we knew al that 

pers, I think that whe 

papers wou 

» that might Wal 

formed an opinio 

ey were or who they were from, « 

fy them. but by elimination they 
ust couldn’t go around looking + 

Senator Henprickson. | woul 

Mr. Apxins. I thought it was 

iat should not have gotten it, 

Senator Hrenprickson. Mr. 

in the matter, 

re. 
Senator MONRONEY. 
Senator Henprickss 


5 
et’s opel 


se story and raise 
] 


i}. 
ator MONRONEY. 
lly as anv member of 
fan orderly hearing. w 
responsible, would be a 
Senator Plenprickson. 
| mean ther 
tnesses, 
Senator Henninas. Mr. 
iwree with my distingt 
un rather stror o fee! 
ound without a basis. 
e bar. 
Mr. Apkins. Yes, indeed 
Senator Hrenninas. | 
er will be one adverse 
hapy en to be a member 
d your process of eliminat ; 
Mr. Apkins. Well, the thing got 
Senator Hlennines. As a bey 
y upon your responsibility and feeling 
other imtormat On ) wh Chr to predic ite 


the process of elimination / 
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to run clown the identity of these mves 


1 | 
rarors DY Tone where 


Mr. Apxins. Well. I tried 


ey had been. “ll d trvihng to see it ] could 


ne who possibly mav have vottel their names or identified 


“OWIEOP) 
But thev seemed to be very evasive as to who they were, and 
<EOre keepers ana il} were unable tos L\ where they Cue from oO} 
mv have sent them down. 
Ss Was going on, my chent had rotten 
ot work. \s a matter of fact. he 
I thought a little unfair, who 
| Was vorng te 
Shore. Phe meant 


ind he w; 


t mv chent 
| from Vou 


is determined Tht 


COU WAN 


fo Setiatol Hen 
” ity] 


| a | DOs STD 


l, insofar as it 
a9 


rrepons Lit 


aly iv 
1 


e. To 


remember 


remember him 


would it not, for two 
is, and not have him 


s 


have to do that. 


ij 


| hold my question tor the time 





Mir. Apkins. There is one thin: 
ere: there is no question about that 
Senator Henprickson. You say 
Mr. ApkKINs. Yes, sir: tl 


MeDrerwor 
Mr. Ankins. He 


1 
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he said, “Will you get from him a statement of what he knows about 
this matter?” And I said that I would be very glad to do that, and 
I think on the following day, or within a day or two, I had Mr. 
Christopher sign a statement of the information that he had with ref- 
erence to this matter. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, when Mr. Christopher prepared that state 
nent with your assistance at Mr. Enos Stockbridge’s request, what did 
you do with it? Did you send the original to Mr. Stockbridge? 

Mr. Apxins. I gave him the original statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated that a copy of that is in our files? 

Mr. Apxins. Well, I thought the original was in your files. I did 
not mean a copy. 

Senator Monronry. Excuse me, but what was the date of that / 

Mr. Apkins. Mareh 1, 1951. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you told that that statement was for thi: 
subcommittee / 

Mr. Apkins. Oh, no, sir: I just assumed that he brought it over and 
gave it to the committee. No; he did not tell me it was for the com 
nittee, I vot the idea that he was assembling all the data he could 
that was favorable to Senator Butler, and maybe he would use it, and 
I) vbe he would not. The only reason I thought he used it was be 
cause the Washington Times-Herald called me about a week or 10 
days ago, and wanted to know something about the statement, and I 
assumed that it was public property. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did vou give copies to anyone besides Mr. Stock 


Mr. Apkins. The only copy I have given of this statement to any 
boav Was to a new spaper reporter, on the staff of the Baltimore Sun. 
morning, when I came through the door, and I gave him a copy 


he statement. 


Vir. McDermorr. How long after eivu that statement to M) 


“:ockbridge was it before you received a call from the Times-Herald ¢ 
Mr. Apkins. It was about—it has been about 2 weeks, [ would say 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you give them a copy of the statement / 

Mr. ADKINS. I qdidd not. They called hie On the phone ana the, 


ed to know about the statement, and seemed to want to substan 

ite some parts of it, and it was only by telephone, some lady I wa 
Laikinge to. 

Mr. Mi DermMorr. But thes nevel contacted you personally ¢ 

Mr. Apkins. No, not personally: nor have I heard from them since 

Mr. McDermorr. Then I believe that on March 25, whieh would 

ve bee 

Mir. Apkins. No: that was on Easter Sunday, of all days to inter 
view a chent. , 

Mr. MeDermorr. On Sunday, which may have been a highly i 
appropriate day, but I believe on that dav Oliver F. Reed. an accredited 
nvestigator of this subcommittee, did interview your client and obtai 


last Saturday—am I correct ¢ 


tutement from him: is that right ¢ 
Mr. Apkins. I was not present at the interview. My client called 
me and said that he understood that the investigators would be ove 


1) } 


there and talk to him. and I said that I would hardly think SO Oo} 
aster Sunday, but he insisted they would be there. and I told hin 
that IT would be unable to be present because my wife was in the ho 
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}) tal, very seriousl) sick, but in the event that they did get there, 
ry to get in touch with me. 

‘So he called me, and called my home, I think about 6:50 o1 
o 7, and said that they were there. 

I was in the hospital, and [ did not see the investigators. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Christopher— 

Senator Hrenprickson. Before we go any further, let’s clear one 

atter up. You say, Mr. Adkins, that this statement was take 

Sunday ¢ 

Mr. Apxins. I understand they were there last Sunday. 

Senator Henprickson. On Easter Sunday ¢ 

Mr. Apkrins. I was not there, sir, but I understand they were. 

Senator Henprickson. I wanted to clear it up, because couns 
tated that the statement had been in the files since Saturday. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was an error, which I will happily corr 
All I know is that the statement is dated March 25, and I know that 
was made available to the office of the subcommittee by the statt 

vestigators promptly thereafter, or as promptly thereafter as cou 

done. I was not present when the statement was taken, but t 
tutement to which I refer IS in the subcommittee file, al d h is 
nere since it Was returned by the hnvestigator. 

Senator HENDRICKSON. That would 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; including all day yesterday. 

Now, I believe, Mr. Adkins, that covers your phase in this matter / 

Mr. Ankins. That isas muchas I know about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is there any information about 

ked you that you deem is material to this quest 1On ¢ 

Mr. Apkins. The only thing I know that is strictly fac 
you how this matter was handled. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. I believe tha 

iesStions I have, 

Senator Monronry. You mi 

direct to the attorney ¢ 

\ir. McDermorr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Be 
ftorney ¢ 

Mr. Becker, Just one question, Mr. Chairn 

Mr. Adkins, SO far as Vou are concerl ec, cl (| anyol e ty 

uph Becker speak to you, or do you have knowledg« 


ame speaking to your chent about this matt 


be since Sunday, 


bedi. 


! 1, Or getting any Statement of any kind ¢ 

Mr. Apkrns. Not tomy knowledge. That is the 
tt understand the sudden outburst this morning. 
Mr. Becker. Well, I was rather concerned about 
Mr. ADKINS. You seemed to be ve ry rhe h concer! 
Mr. Becker. Thatisall. Thank you, 


Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickso 


Senator Henprickson. No questions. 


/ 


* Monroney. Senator Smith 
* SMITH. No quest Ons 
MoNroNEY. Senator Henn 
HrENNINGS No questions, 
Monroney. I have no quest 
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Mir. Ma Drerwort Mr. Chi stopher, I an going to have to sug- 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM J. CHRISTOPHER 


(Mr. Christopher was duly sworn by Senator Monroney. ) 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you state your name for us again, please ? 

Senator Monroney. And please speak up, Mr. Christopher. 

Mr. Curisroruer. My name is William J. Christopher. 

Senator Monroney. Is that spelled C-h-r-i-s {-O-p h-e-r? 

Mr. Curtsroruer. Yes; that’s correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your present residence address, Mr. 

Mr. Crrisropner. My address is Byway Road, Pleasant Hill 
. Owens Mills, Md. . 


| T | ow vou il talk i little louder. 
Mr. Curisrorpuer. [am a little nervous. 
™ tor Monroney. We are very orry, the acoustics are bad 
Mr. Ankins. He got a little upset at first. He will be all right. 
Ih MeDreruwo1 What Ss your present employment, My 
’ top ©) / 


Mier. Curisroruer. Tam emploved at General Chemical Co. at the 


? 
OCK Race Street 


Vir. McDermorr. In Baltimor 


Mr. Carisrorurr. Y« 
Vir. MceDernorr. How ONY, APPPVONTNATeLY, L\¢ vou Deed) 


plovinre of the General Chemical Co. / 
\ ( | 1y Vbout weeks 
Mr. McDermorr. Do I correctly und a di i 
oO { rs \« ~e 1) ( to f eha Mihi i |) hy 
\I i uit le the State of Mary (| 
Vir. Cirris ner. I al t tl k it wa Septembe | kk 
1) ' 


Vir. MeDermorr. I se It would be. accordine to vour pres 


| the ma perso lity ind I was sold on the man’s appeal 
| Oud ( ike eu stateshlina | Oug t thre hiadhh Wa 

{ tis ting tor, | its W \ I vot In th s fle il 

Mii MeDermorr. And vou told him at that time tbout 

Pober, that vou were inxious to help: is that 1 wht / 


\Ir. CrrisropHer. Yes. sir. 
Mr. \I DermMorr. Andd d he refer vou to anvone else 7 


Mr. Curisrorrner. No; he just took—he said, *What’s your name ?” 
7 


ine like the way vou t wk He sald. “Tl eal niy office.” “1 


cn : ( 11.2 re , 
Senator SmirH. | onder 1f 1t 1s not possible for the photographe! 
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senator MoNRON}] i Yes. Will vou please do that ¢ 
Senator Smirnu. I think that was the general understanding of 1 
ommittee in the beginning. 
senator Hi NDRICKSON, Mr. Chairman, I want to thar k the dist 
ished Senator from Maine for her suggestion to follow that 
om here on in. 
Mr. McDermorr. Subsequent to that conversation with Mr. Butler 
en were vou contacted by someone from his headquarte O) 
on headquarters ? 
Mr. Curisroruer. No, I went to his headquarters myself. 
Mr. McDermorr. And with whom did vou talk there / 
Mr. Curtsropner. I talked with Mr. Jonkel himself. 
Mr. McDrrmorr. With Mr. Jonkel. and that wa 
ciquarters 1M the Lord Baltimore Hotel / 
Mir. Curisroryer. Yes, sir. 
Nii Mi Dermorr. And wasthis also about t 
Mr. Curisropurr. No, I don’t think it wa 
It was about 5, I would say 5 or 6 weeks befor 
Mir. McDrrmorr. We |, the campa oy 
Vr. Curisropuer. That would be about the 
Mr. McDermorr. I understand that vou 
truck: is that meht ? 
Mr. Curisrorner. That's 
Mr. McDermotrr. And that p: 
o the campaig? involved the 


it right / 


Mr. Curisropuer, Yes. sir, throughout the 


Viv. Me DeRrMorT. And did you rece ve any pay 
ud pout non the campaign 

Mr. Curisropner. I did g 
Mr. McDermorr. Was that for 
Mr. CuristorHer. No, tl 


- or wZ0) here Or there 


/ 


} 
} J) ) ») 
“ at S24) or SY? ( 


\ 


Mr. McDrermorr. I see. 
tinguished from ¢ | 
\ir. CHRISTOPHE! 
Mr. McDerrnmort. 
VI) C TPRISTOPELER 

\] Widy ie check, 


Mr. MceDermorr. One check 


} 
( Lec hs 


irters, and that wasa 
Viv. Curisroruger. Yes 
Me. McDermorr. Did vou 
CHrisrorHer. | receives 
Mer. Butler heard that 
closed, saving he owed n Lie 
Spad, it (wens Mills. took me over to NMI 


\ dropped me oOvel there Lo 
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Mr. Curisropner. That was after the campaign, some weeks after. 

Mr. McDermorr. What was the amount of that check / 

Mr. CrrtsToPpHerR. S175. 

Mr. McDerermorr. Whose check was that ¢ 

Mr. Curisropuer. That was Mr. Butler’s check himself. 

Senator Henprickson. Who gave you that check ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorrer. I think—I am not sure—I think it was Mr. But- 
ler’s wife. I don’t recollect. Mr. Butler was sick, upstairs in his 
room. 

Senator Henprickson. It wasn’t Mr. Butler who gave vou the check ? 

Mr. Curisropuer. No, sir; but it was signed by Mr. Butler, though. 

Mr. McDermorr. During the weeks that you were active in the cam- 
paign, in late October and the first week in November, and while using 
vour truck, was sound equipment placed on your truck ¢ 

Mr. Crurisrorpurer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you drove that truck about the streets of 
Baltimore, did you / 

Mr. Curisropuer. | drove that thing practically over the State 

Maryland. 

Mr. McDrermorr. I see. Then. did you also use the truck for de- 

vering campaign literature, putting up signs, and other miscellaneous 
tasks ¢ 

Mr. Curisropuer. Yes, sir; I decorated most of the roads through 
out the State. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see, and in your putting up of posters, did you 
have occasion to spend much time in the headquarters office, in the 
Lord Baltimore Hotel / 

Mr. Crurisrorner. Not very much. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Where would you pick up the materials that you 
would use—the literature you had been distributing and the signs you 
were putting up! 

Mr. Curisroruer. Some of it came into the hotel, and some of it 
I went after and got myself. 

Mr. Mi Dermorr. Some of it you picked up at the Lord Baltimore 
Hotel ? 

Mr. Curisropner. Yes, sir 

Mr. McDermorr. And some of it you went after and picked up 
vourself ¢ 

Mr. Curisropuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be at various printers / 

Mr. Curisrorner. Printers. bus stations, railroads. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. Now you say you picked up some literature 
t bus race 

Mr. Curtsropuer. I have picked up some things at bus stations. 
What ies actually were, I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. What would you do with this literature after you 
rot 1t 4 

\ir. Curisropuer. Bring it to the hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall from whom that literature was 
orig “ lly received? Did you see the packages or the labels on them ? 

a ‘anisroruer, No, I couldn’t say that—outside of one package 

lave seen marked as Chicago Tribune. 

Mr. MceDrermorr. And that was a package of campaign materials 


‘ais it 4 
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Mir. Curisropuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you present in Mr. Jonkel’s office when Mr. 
William Fedder of National Advertising Co. came to Mr. Jonkel’s 
thee and took out of his brief case two large envelopes, and started 

ing ~~ pictures on a piece of paper / 

Mr. Curistorner. Let me explain that. 

Mr. i Dermorr. You may explain. 

Mr. Curisrorugr. | happened to come in, I was kind of tired. 
lhere were only three people in the office: Jonkel, Kedder. and my- 
elf. Jonkel had a very large desk, and Mr. Jonkel was sitting in the 
enter, sweating, working there, and | was sitting in this corner | indi 

ng], just resting inyself. Mr. Fedder came in and had this here 
hite piece of paper under his arm, rolled up—sort of a stiff piece of 
paper. He had a brief case. He opened this brief case and 

ere were two envelopes, like—I suppose you use them for filng— 

d he put them down, and he opened this piece of paper up, and on 

Ss paper were little blue lines marked, whe re he Was skete hing Uy [ 

n't hl anything about printing, [ am just trying to explain to 

u—tha , this lay-out of the sign, the pictures. And out of this bri ef 

© were some clippings. I didn’t see exactly the clippings, but they 
were cartoons, I guess, from the national papers or large papers, col- 
ected together to go into this picture. He was working with this 
thi af r and he started to worry Mr. Jonkel about it, and Mr. Jonkel 
aid, “You were sup yposed to”—I don't know whether he was supposed 
o create the thing or give an estimate on it, or what it was. Mr. 
Jonkel said, “I am a busy man, much too busy for that. Whatever 
you are going to do, just let me know. If you ore going to give it to 

e, just let me know when you are going to give it to me.” 

Mr. McDrermorr. I see. At that time, did you see any of the 

res they were shuffling around ¢ 

Mir. Crrisrorpner. I couldn't say I actually saw the pictures, 

iw the outline of it. this white paper, or the prepared pl 
i It. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you get the impression Mr. Fedder was fig 
¢ out an estimate on it / 

\ir. Curisropuer. No, sir, I didn’t get the idea of just what it was. 

Mr. McDeruorr. I believe that when our investigator talked to 

he 25th, and obtained the signed statement from vou, that you 
ide reference to some material that you picked up im the head- 
irters, and you gave him a sample of t hat, is that right ? 

Mr. Cuorisrorner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now hand you a cartoon which has been identi- 
das exhibit 85, and ask vou if that is the cartoon that you gave t] 

stigator. 

Mr, Curistorner. Yes, sit 

Mr. McDermorrt. Do your initials appear on it? 

Mr. Curtstoruer. Yes, s , my initials are on that. 

\Ir. MceDrrmorr. How di you vet that. or what eat 


\Ir. C HRISTOPTITER. This I nicked up in the office. It was a ( om, 
ct 1 SOT of brick, | would say, n rick package of t} ese thin os, I 
't like them. and all the literature I didn’t like, I took it o1 


I throwed { ol the truck ind destroyed be 
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Mr. McDermorr. All right. There was a large package of these 
Same Cartoons / 
Mr. Curisroruer. That's right, the same thing. 
Mr. McDermorr. Where did you pick up that package and bring 
it to the headquarters ¢ 
Mr. Curisroruger. No, sir, not that I know of. 
| Mr. MeDermorr. Do you know from whom the package was re 
ceived in the headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorner. No, sir, there were so many things coming from 
ditterent places there that— 

Mr. McDermorr. While you were in the headquarters on any oe 
casion, did you ever see a picture of Earl Browder and the then Sena 
tor Tydings¢ 

Mr. Curisropuer. I seen. I think there were—I am not sure of 
this now. Don't quote me, it’s been some time ago, and Iam a little 
upset here. Sometime ago, during the campaign, I about 95 percent 


remember seeing the picture. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was a picture— 

Mr. Curisrorpurr. A picture, yes, sir, of Browder and Tydings, I 
think. It was at some kind of a cor ference table or something. | 





dont qu te remember that pretty clear. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there any identification on that picture, as 
vou recall, as to where it was from / 

Mr. Curisrorpner. No, sir, not as I know of. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that you have indicated to our investi- 
gator, and you also indicated to Mr. Aultman, that you picked up and 
destroved sole copies oft the tabloid entitled “TF rom the Record” 
whic hiss been dentified iN) the records ot this subcommittee as 
exhibit No. 1. 1) d you destroy some copies ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorurer. Yes. sir, I destroved as many of them as my 
hands would possibly find. . . . 

Mr. MeDermorr. All right. Now, if vou will just traee for us 
slowly, Mr. Christopher, your contact with that, where did you first 


ol 1} ck up the copies of the tabloid / 
Mr. Curisroruer. It was like I told you. IT went to pick up prac 
{ uv al vth Oo that was around, I had the truck in use and I worked 
¢ hours and was very tired throughout the campaign, and I picked 


lot of ma 


| 
I 


p lots of material at Mr. Fedder’s place; I picked up a 


1 


t 


t e hotel 


Mr. McDernmorr. Yes. 

Mr. Crrisroruer. [ went down—they were all piled in bundles. 

I don’t know, some were in bundles of 500 or 1.000, but that’s the way 

we received the goods. 
Mi Mi 1 )y RALOTT, Yes. but just to go over that. vou picked up some 

} es off the t ible. Krom the Record, at the National Advertising 


Mer. Curisrorpner. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Curisropuer. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember when that was? 
Mr. Curisropugr. Indeed I could not tell you. It was only a couph 


Ot Veeks tf wasnt even a couple GOT Weeks }tist ! few davs before 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you know how many copies you ] 
Mi Fedder’s plant 4 

Mr. Curtsrorurer. No, sir. I got as many as I could get in the truck, 
ind there was lots more there to pick up. ‘| hey were later on delivere 
to the hotel. ; 

Mr. McDermorr. You didn't take them a 

Mr. Curisropner. No, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could you give the comm 
proximately how many you did pick up? 

Mr. Curtsropner. Well, I know, according to the 

uid. thev were bundles T picked up of 100,000 copies. 

Mr. MceDeruorr. What was vour understanding 

re bundled 2 

\iv. CHRISTOPHER 


were ina bund 


| t’s t] Vay 


Mir. McDermorr, 


ot of Coples, 


al 
Viv. Curisrorpuer. That’s rig 
Mr. MoDermorr. Then, did > 
Baltimore Hotel and pick up at 
CurisropHer. Well, I tell vou, just like id. I 
in the truck, and drove that truck, and I dumped them bun 


mV Garage at home, i] cd | , » thie T load oT 


\MicDermotr. Yes, all 
Fedder, and you can’t 
si vour truek a 
\Lv. CHRISTOPHER. ot) 
Mir. MeDermorr. Now, do | 
t back to the Lord Baltimore, and picked 
\iv. Cureisropuer. Yes 
Mr. McDermotr. At whose request d 
Mir. Curtsropuer. At nobody's request. 
Mr. McDermorr. Just drove back and pi 
Vir. Curisrorpuer. That’s right. . 
Mr. MceDermorr. Do vou k: 

Baltimore Hotel 7 ; 
\iv. CHRISTOPHER. Jude 
Mr. MceDermorr. You mean 200,000 
Mir. Crurisropuer. No, sir, 100.000 to 
Mir. MeDeruorr. 100,000 to : 
\iv. Cuorisropuer. | should 
\ir. MeDermorr. Do ] 
itely the same number : 

ie National Advert 
Viv. Curisropner. IT d 


Mir. MceDermorr. Now 
ore Hotel / 
Viv. CrurisTtorpHer. Wher 


e€ect bD\ ne eCleVATO?! 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did anybody know you had done that? I mean, 
did you tell anybody in ~~ campaign headquarters ¢ 

Mr. CuristorHer. No, si 

Mr. McDermorr. You just took it upon ) yourself to do that ? 

Mr. Curistopuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. You took the first load to your garage and what 
did you do with the second load? 

Mr. Curisropnsr. Well, the kids started to pull some of them in the 
cellar. I said “Leave them in there.” and I carried them around 
the truck a couple of weeks after the campaign closed. I final 
went by a junk shop and throwed them in the junk shop. 

Mr. McDerermorr. The second load picked up at the Lord Bal 
timore, you never unloaded off the truck into the farage ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorpuer. That’s right. 

Mr. McD: oe 9 vas And you subsequently disposed of those copie 
as I understand, by throwing them in some junk yard ¢ 

Mr. Curisropuer. That's mght. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that the Potter’s or Potts’ Junk Yard on 
Greenmount Avenue, near North Avenue in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Curtsropurr. That’s right. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long after the campaign was that done? 

Mr. Curisroruer. Oh, that was about 2 weeks, 1 would say, 2 01 
oweeks. [dont know. It was a good while after the campaign closed. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you sell those copies to the junk yard ? 

Mr. Curisropner. Yes, sir, 1 sold them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall what you got for them ¢ 

Mr. Curisropuger. About $2.80 or $2.90, as far as I know. I can’t 
tell you'to the penny because it was immaterial. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever take that bunch out of the garage 
and take them to the junk yard? 

Mr. Curisropurer. We took some of them out, and most of them 
we burned. Some went in the incinerator and we started a fire. 

Mr. Mi Derr Morr. And vou did not distribute any of these copies 
of the tabloid that vou pie ked up. either at the N; ational Ac lvertising 
Co. or at the Lord Baltimore Hotel, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Curisropner. No, sir, 1 didn’t. I did not like it 

Mr. McDermorr. While you were loading the tabloid into your 
truck at the Lord Baltimore Hotel, did you have any conversatior 
with Marse Calloway ¢ 

Mr. Cirisroruer. I didn't, but we came down the elevator. and 
Marse Calloway came— 

Mr. McDermort. Just a minute. Came down from where? 

Mr. Curisrorpnuer. In the hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where from / 

Mr. Curisropuer. Republican headquarters to the hotel where this 
literature was piled. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Pardon for my interruption, but was this litera- 
ture in the campaign he: —_ urters, is that right? 

Mr. Curisropner. No, Was piled back by the elevator, where the 
elevator came up in back of the hotel—the Vv used it for freight. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you remember what floor the headquarters 
were on / 

Mr. CurtsrorpHer. The fourth floor 


? 
ih 


l 
} 
1 \ 
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Mr. McDermorr. Was this material piled by the elevator 
fourth floor or on the ground floor 4 

Mr. CuritsropHer. The fourth floor ?/. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then you were going down in the elevator 

ni met Marse Calloway ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorpuer, I saw Marse Calloway, and he was gov 
Whether he came at the same time I was or not. I don’t know, but hi 
ime down on the elevator, and he said to the boy working with 
‘Put some of them bundles in mv car. ' 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he know what they were ? 

Mr. Curisrorner. That I could not say. 

Mir. Me DerMorr. And he asked that some of 

is these bundles named “For the record” 4 

Mir. CurrisropHer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hennings. Before we get away from this busi 


r dow 


¢ of the bundles to the junk yard, was your purpose to get 

f these out of circulation as possible, M) Cb istopher ¢ 

Mr. Curisropuer. Yes: it was, sir. 

Mr. Henninas. Before you took them to the yunk 

ul took them tothe garage isthat whe re you put then 4 

Mir. CurisropHer. Yes, sir. 

\Ir. Hi NNINGS., Was it voul purpose to cet them oul of « ireul iTloO! 
Mir. CHrisropHer. Out of circulation. IJ think they were an ins 

» the people's intelligence. 

Mr. Hennings. You considered, in other words, the cartoor 
ch we have one sample here, by Mr. Parrish, | Ing the lew 
hicago Daily Tribune, Saturday, October 25. 
ntelligence of the people ot Mary land ¢ 

Mr. Crrisropurer. Yes, sir: [ did. 

Mr. Hennines. And after looking at the t 


hie ¢ onclusion about that ¢ 


Mir. CHrIsTropHer. Yes, 
Mir. Hennines. And | 


Mir. Crastroruer. Mr. Butler. 
Mir. Hennines. The success of Mr. Butler 
tof material should not be distributed 
Vir. CorisropHer. That’ 
Mirw Hennines. And you 

responsib lity ¢ , 
Mir. CurisrorHer. Yes, sir. may like to add somethi 


een following calmpaligns since IL have been a little boy 


/ 


roller skates, and it didn't suit my taste. 

Mr. MeDermorr. From your experience and observatior 
tters, vou thought it was bad political strateev, and having 
terest, naturally, in Mar. Butle: ss, You just took it upon vo 
lf to get that stutf out of the Way ¢ 

Mr. Curisropuer. IT did, sir. 

Mr. Hy NNINGS, ‘| hank Vou. lt wasn’t Quite clear to me abo 

Mr. McDermorr. Very good. 

Senator Henprickson. May I clear my mind on one point? 
Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you destroy this material befo 


= . 


the campaign was over ¢ 
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Mr. Curisrorner. This material came in to the campaign. IT didn't 
have time to destroy or work nothing. I worked my heart out for 
that man, and we didn’t destroy nothing before, but I put it where 
I was able to destroy it, Mister, when I wanted it, and it was after the 
cammpalen when that literature was destroyed. 

Senator Henprickson. It was after that that you destroyed it? 

Mr. Curisroruer. Yes, sir: and when this gentleman was talking 
to me. if he had been on the ball, he could have found all he wanted in 
my cellar, believe me. I mean the first man who came to me about the 

vestigation of it, he would have founda stack, plenty. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall at that time how many copies of 
the tabloid vou indicated you had handled / 

Mr. CurisrorHer. Indeed ] couldn’t tell vou, because different times, 
whenever L walked out, I didn’t have time to load the trucks. I would 
take three or four bundles to get them out and work them out as best 
L could. 

Mr. Mi DERMO1 ra Lo vet back, you have just Yone down the elevatol 
from the fourth floor of the hotel: you met Marse Calloway ; Marse 
said, “Put some of that stuff in my car.” 

Mir. Curisrorrer. I did not meet Marse Calloway. ‘The boy told 

e, the colored boy came down and eave him a half dollar to put 
some ot those pieces in their car. 

Mr. McDermorr. This boy—was that somebody working with you / 

Mr. CurisropHer. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. MeDermorr. Buddy Ruddar, was that / 

Mr. Curisroruer. It was Buddy Ruddar. 

Mr. McDrermorr. How did you know it was Marse Calloway 4 

Mr. Curisroruer. Marse Calloway and I were in the hall, on the 
»down. The man said a eolored man. Most 
loway It Was because it happened within a few 


eievator whe we Callie 
likely it was Marse Cal 
=e onds ol Ny heme on the elevator. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know how many copies this man helped 
put in the car’ 

Mr. Curisropurr. At the time, I fig 

itever were in the bundles. I can’t remember that. 

Mr. McDermorr. And the balance you took away in vour truck? 

Mir. Currisroruer. Yes, sir. | 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever meet a Mr. Bill Webb at campaig! 


/ 


ured about 10.000 coples— 


( rdquarters 
Mir. Curtisrorner. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. Who was he? 
Mr. Curtsrorpuer. Bill Webb, all LT can tell vou. he worked with 
i lot of energy. He worked for Mr. Butler. He had an undying 
ergy, and I can’t say anything against Bill Webb. I think he was 
reat boy. 


] 


\Ir. Ave 1); RMOTT. How long Ww is! e there, do Vou know ( 


Mr. Curisropner. He was there practically throughout the cam 


Vr. Ni Dy RMOTT, Did he tell vou where he came from ? 
\ir. Crrisropuer. No, sir: I didn’t ask no questions. 
i 
Mr. McDermorr. He was a hard-working fellow: is that right? 


Mr. Curisroruer. Yes, sir: so was Mr. Jonkel. The best campaig 


( 


1 
iver ever had 


enator HENNINGs. Mr. Chairma 
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Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings 


Senator Henninos. Tam very much interested 


the tabloid and the cartoons. Did you remons 
these things to anvbods rnd thre headquarters ¢ te] 
hought of them / 


Vir. Curisropuer. No: IT will tell vou what 


me L saw when it came off. it kind of startled 
eV i¢ Wort ld swallow this?” | thought 


ne this down the people's throats. Who 
people in Maryland are not so 
Kon every vole this would get 
| fought for, 1 wasn't 

i 


nator Henninas 


Worl 


POUTCO! 


ne 


C THIRISTOPILER, 


tter Am 


C TIRISTOPHER. 
take four ors 
( t of there. I \ 
Mr. McDermort. 


he OT Questions nby 


‘) 


] 
Cawhiie ago, 


Mr. Apkins. Mr. M 


ot the tabl 


Mi Dy Ik Mi 
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that is more near the correct figure, as well as I can ascertain from the 
facts. 

Mr. McDermorr. We appreciate that information, Mr. Adkins, 
and what we are trying to do is determine, as accurately as possible, 
how many are involved. 

Mr. Apxrns. I think that’s close. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall, Mr. Christopher, your first visit 
with a representative of this subcommittee? That would be Mr. 
Bruce Aultman, the short fellow with the southern accent. 

Mr. CurisrorHer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Mr. Adkins has told us about these two men 
who ¢ alled at your home sometime, a week or so following the ope ning 
of these public hearings here in Washington. Would you just tell, 
in your own race subcommittee about that transaction. 

Mr. Curisroruer. I don’t think there was much to that thing. The 
party who came in a car and asked me said, “We understand you're 
working in the campaign for Mr, Butler. We'd like to talk to you. 
Woule | you mir ao getting in the car?” T said, “If you want to come 

the house, ey I said, “I wasn’t born yesterday,” [ said, “If 
vou want to come in the house, I will come, too.” So, he went on 
bout his business and I went away. 

The other time he wanted to approach me, T kind of thought they 

ere newspapermen just trving to see what they could find out. If 
they actually wanted me, they could have found me. I had to do 
some things. I wasn’t afraid of them because I don’t think I am 
— of any man. 
Me lp reMovr. On the occasion of that first contact. were there 
1 or one‘ 
Mr. Crristorpuer. There were two met 
Mir. McDermorr. When they first approa hen Vou, I assume that 
sat the hor se. 
Mr. CuristopHer, No: IT was out in the road. 
Mr. MeDermorr. Out in the road. Did they just start out asking 


scot , / 


Mr. Curisropuer. They asked me where Christopher hved. T said, 
“I'm Christopher.” He said. “T would like to talk to vou.” 

Nii Mi Dermorr, Did he ever give Vou any hint or suggestion as 

vho he might be ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorner. No: he said he would just like to talk about the 
WM pAalen. 

Mr. McDermorr, Could vou deseribe him for us 

Mir. Curisrorner. No; not very well. 

Mir. McDermorr. You are not very eood On descriptions ¢ 

Mr. Curtsrorner. No, sir: T wasn’t paying much attention, because 
I worked a d caught so much hell— 

Senator Henprickson. Speak up, Mr. Christopher. 

Mr. Crurtsropner. IT was kind of co up. I thought this thing 
was cooled down. that there would be nothing to it. and T had gone 
thout mv business. I didn’t think it would snowball into something 
ke that. I had no idea of it. 

Mr. MeDermorr. There were two men. Did one man do all the 


, 


talking 
Mr. Crmisrorner. There wasn’t much talking. They may have 
ey local politi als, hewspapermen., 
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Mir. McDermorr. Do you think you would recognize them if you 
iw them ¢ 
\ir. CurisrorHer. | think I could recognize the one who talked 
» The. 
Mr Me DERMOTT. How long after that first visit was it betore they 
ntracted you again, a few days, a few weeks 4 
Mir. CurisrorpHer. It seemed a week or so, 
i to the day. some days had expired we 
Mi Mi DERMOTT. And where did they apy 
Mr. Curistopner. Up at the road wher 
Mr. McDermorr. By your house. 
\ir. CurisropHer. Yes. 
Mr. MceDermorr. That 
ad youl first visit / 
\ir. CurisrorHer. That's 
Vir. McDermorr. Was it 
ese two men, near your home, that vou ca 
oht ¢ . . 
Mr. Crrisrorner. | called him: ves, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. And he gave you the 
ias testified this morning ¢ 
Mr. CurisropHer. I will tell you the reasor 
int to do anything. I know Mr. Butler ( 
bout this. And I know Mr. Mundy was giving 
bout money, and I didn't want to hurt Mr. Butler at all. 
whit I immediately rot Mr. Adki 


} , 


ver anvthine for inVbodY. 
Mr. McDermorr. You were never contact 
after vou said you had an attorney ¢ 
Mr. Curistopuer. No, sir: never contacted. 
Mr. McDermorr. Other than the occasion 
ked to you that was before Christmas 
ivs ago When Mr. Reed talked to vou were vou e 
© Int onnection with voul activities in this 
Mr. Curisroruer. No. 
Mr. McDermorr. You never talked 
dv else? 
Mr. Curisrorner. No, sir. 
Mr. McDermorrt. I believe that is all, Mr. 
Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker. 
Mr. Apkrns. Just one thine. Mr. Chairman. 
ipaign, he did talk to me about it, when he 
\Ir. MeDermott. 
Senator Monroney. We appreciate your helping 
traignt. 
Mr. Becker. Mr. Christopher, so there is no misunderstanding, 
en I met you out in the hall, it was on a question of identification. 
ver talked to you before, did 1? 
Mr. Curisroruer. No, sir. Tam 
ce the public, and you asked me 
vas kind of studving— 
Mr. Becker. I am sorry. 
nding of identification 
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Mr. Curisroruer. That’s all right, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Christopher, what is your best estimate of the 
number of copies of the tabloid that you destroyed ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorner. Well, 1 would rightfully say, 1 know there was 
150,000 copies. I sold the man seventy or eighty thousand at a timg 
because I was full of steam and worked up on this campaign. When 
this man walked in, he kind of surprised me. He told me to meet him 
at the Southern Hotel. L thought, "What was he, a practical joker q”? 
| knew the Democratic campaign headquarters were there. I thought 
he was kidding me. 

Mr. Becker. How many would say, then, would be your best e- 
nate of the coples of From the Record which Vou destroved ¢ 

Mr. Curisroruer. I would be willing to say and I believe Todi 
destroy 150.000 copies. all told. 

Mr. Becker. About how mat y copies of From the Record did yv« 
vet from Mr. Fedder’s place ¢ 

Mr. CurisrorHer. That | couldn't say. because at the time we wer 

oving other stuff, and all kinds of stuff was piled there. 
ecKER. When you sold some material for junk and got S2.s 


— 
mem J 


lid that junk, or that material, include From the Record 4 


Mr. Curisrorner. Yes. There were ditlerent types, not only From 
hye Ri ord Phere were sole othel ditferent LV pes ol liter mure, 
Tov 

Mir. Beeker. That was after the campaign / 

Mr. Curisvorner. The roof was leaking a little, and they started 
LO Pet Wet. Phat’s the reaso I wanted to vel rid of them. 

Mr. Beexer. Before the destruction of the circulars or campaign 

te} after the election, about how many coples—yvour best est 

ite—did vou have in your possession, either on the truck or in th 

\} ( RisroPpHeER. In the cellar TL we { sav IT had—ol ee 

4 | «| pile ol ( | ouess, of about | would Sal\ Lee 
fe nig square something | e that piled Up. Mavbe hore 

Mir. | cE] \) L vou sa Hen Clie ( valor saw Vou Nove 
er. ’ it Mate 

Nin (CHRISTOPHER Ye PY wer hiv era itl the Limie 

Mir. Beexer. About what would be your best estimate of the anv 

\ ) dat that time é 
\I ( HRIs PILEI 1) e celiar ¢ g (| iV there Vere L\ 
( \ d copie | the ce i] 

Mr. Becker. D vet the 82.80 for junk fro e Po 

Viv. Currisroruer. Ye 

\| 13) cK} Did \ ‘ opies of e tabloid. that wet 
Fedde “plant atier the « | l¢ tv ad mip ¢ 

\iv. Curisroruer. No, 

Mer. Bre KER. You don't ki anv hoe about that material at al 


thine avout that Prats 


Mv. CurisrorHuer. Absolutely, 
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Senator Monronry. No further questions / 
Mr. Becker. No, sir. 
Senator Moroney. Senator Hendrickso 
Senator HeNnprICKSON. I assume you sold 
al: is that correct / 
Mir. CurisrorHer. Yes. sir: there were lots of litt 
senatol Hi NDRICKSON, Krom the Record and other pamphtet 
erthings that were used as CamMipargy literature / . 
Viv. Curisroruer. That's right 
Senator Henprickson. When these two met 
re they offensive in any way 4 
Mr. Curisropurr. No, sir: ther 
that’s all they asked me. 
Senator Henprickson. | take 
emanly. Phey did not threate 
\[r. Curisropuer. No, s 
Senator HENDRICKSON 
Mir. CurisrorHer. No, s 


a hed 


{ 


HeNDRICKSON, 
vard for Senator Butler. 
. CHRISTOPHER. Yes: I d 
ator Henprickson, I eat 
personality and presen 
(CHRISTOPHER. Yes, si) 
HeNpbrRiIcKSON, \\ 


\I MISTOPHER. I think 
Senator Henprickson, Woul 
Mir. CuristorHer. I think he 
Mr. Apki1ns. May I, Mr. ¢ 

d the wi ; 
itor Monronry. Y¢ 
Vir. Apxkins. He 


‘ / 


L1ie 


understanding, which wou 
hether Mr. Becker understoor 
Mr. Becker. Yes: Iam elad 
[ just ask Mr. Cln 
We, 
Mir. Curisrorpner. S 
Mr. Beeker. How m: 
Mir. CHRISTOPHER 
L.hair a ton of t 
Mr. Apxins. Mr. Cl 


ppar { cil 
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vation of this particular From the Record tabloid, that there wer 
about 100,000 copies, as my investigation shows it. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. I am all through. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smrru. In order to keep the record clear, I have receive: 
some information, Mr. Christopher, and I would like you to answe1 
some questions for me. 

Mr. Curisropugr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smrru. When Mr. Aultman, the subcommittee representa 
live, first interrogated you, was your attorney, Mr. J. Edward Adkit 
with you? 

Mr. CurisropHer. Yes, ma‘am. 

Senator Smrru. Did you sign any statement ? 

Mr. Curisrorner. No. 

Senator Smiru. You haven’t signed any statement 4 

Mr. Curisropner. | hadn't up to Sunday. Easter Sunday I signe 

Senator SMITH. Did you sel] 50.000 copies of the tabloid at 3 cents 
per hundred pounds to the Potter Waste & Salvage Co. at 750 Gree! 


mount Avenue, Baltimore / 
' Mr. Curisrorner. I don't know anything—the man gave me a littl 
bit of money for the paper. [ stuck it in my pocket and went about 


iy business. How many copies, I couldn’t tell you. 

Senator Smrru. Was it 35 

Mr. Curissopner. No. ma‘ani: it was 82 and some change, close to 83 

Senator Sarru. Did you destroy 70,000 copies at Owens Mills, Md 
DY burning them ¢ 

Mr. Curistorner. Yes, ma‘am. 

Senator Sairu. When did you do that? 

Mr. Curisropuer. Throughout the winter. We threw them in t 
“Love to licht the fire in the morning’ or whenever it weht out, or int 
neinerator. 

Senator Smirir. Was this done in the presence of witnesses ? 

Mr. Curisropuer. Yes: my wife and children and different 01 


KhHOW, The boys even helped me to load them in the varage ind 


the cellar. 

Senator Smrru. And they knew what they were? 

Mr. Curisropner. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Christopher, I have been told that a report ay 
} eared in a Baltimore paper that vou were reportedly worked over, 01 
threatened, or signs were take away from you when you were working. 
posting the signs in Baltimore. Is that true ? 

Mr. Curistorner. I had people tell me to stop the car and take the 
down, and I think as little as I did, [ think I outsmarted them. | 
think they were looking for a story. They wanted me to hit them. « 
something, so that—they wanted to have something on Mr. Butler 


(rr 


I didn’t see them that way. 

Senator SMITH. Did thev threaten vou! 

Mr. Crrisroruer. I know they told me to take the “damned sig 
down, and so forth, and it seemed they were pulling me or crowd 
me, but nothing came of it. 

Senator Smirr. You didn't take them dow1 


} 
i 
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Mr. CurisTorHer, [ put them up as fast as they took them down, and 
Ster. 

Senator SmirH. Mr. ¢ ‘hristopher, did you trv to get as many copies 
f the tabloid out of circulation, because you thought Senator Butler 
suuild not approve of the tabloid # 

Mr. Curistroruer. I didn't care whether Sen: 


WOULG oy 
we of it. In my own taste, thev were no good, and stunk, and the 
ple behind them didn't have ve ry much Intell vence, no inatter how 
ch education they had 
Senator Smiryu. Mr. Cli 
iting the law ¢ 
CHRISTOPHER. NO, 1 
enator SmirH. Thank 
Senator HENNINGs. 
these tabloids / 
(HRISTOPHE! 
tor HENNID. 


Them 


Mir. Curisrorner. No, 
heen only interested 
it voted for al Republican hetore l 
ldren and everybody else’s ( hildre Pes 
Senator Hennines. Now, to get 
ypher—that is a very fine sentiment 
estions to embar rass Vou. 
Mr. Curisropuer. No, sir: t 
Senator Henninas. Whe 
vou suggest to 
{ter Ss) verested to al 
CHRISTOPHER. No, 
ator Hy NNINGS (CO! 
s campaign literature 
Ir. Corisropuer. No, 
Mr. Smith, of the 
ator LleNNINGS 
Ording to you 
C HRISTOPHER. 
itor HeNNINGS (continu aot 
state of Marylar ad. to Marvland people 
r. Curisropuer. That’s right, sir. 
itor HeNNINGS. Did vou know th: 
niaterials to wi ch you ol jected 
te of Marvland 
CHrisropuerR. Yes, sit 
that, being a Marvlander. 
Senator Henninas. As a “Free 
it it being a free State? 
Mr. Curistroruer. That’s right. 


Senator HenniNGs. With free 


on ¢ 


Mir. Curisrormer. Yes, sir. 
Hennineoas. And y 
the people of Maur 
erstand Marvland people ¢ 


‘ 


ufo wall 


\" | 


’ 
I 
11 
i 


d te 
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Mr. Curistorpuer. That’s right. 

Senator Hennings. And upon your own responsibility as a Mary 
lander, and one interested in the success of the candidate, mh legit 
mately sO, as you were, vou took it on voursel f to dispose of this 
material / 

Mr. Curistcoruer. Yes, sir 

Senator Hennines. Because vou knew if vou had objected to it t 
some of the people at headquarters, at least, vou would have been ove 
ruled / 

Mr. Curisrorner. That's right. 

Senator Henninces. You felt confident of that. did vou? 

Mr. CurisropHer. I was in it. What trouble 1 got—I got mor 
trouble and more Upset In that othee than anyone might. I wits the only 
Mal. | moved with a tree hand there, because as I said, | Came OU 
‘Tommy s own precinct there in Baltimore- Tommy D’Alesandro’s 
[ know how to carry a campaign on; LT worked from a kid up on then 
| Give e@ verything In my Interest to ni chil tren. I didn’t vetia dollay 
I burned the truck up. But my interest was in my family, beheve me 

Mr. Apkins. May I, Senator, clear up the question about whethe 
he told Senator Butler about having destroved these things. At thi 
time that representative Was in Baltimore on November IS. 1950. Mi 
Christopher told me that he would like for me. if | thouczht it Was best. 
to eall Senator Butler and tell him about having destroyed these 
things. And, frankly, he left it entirely up to me, whether the Senator 

should be told or not. after the interview. And I did not tell him at 
that time, sir. 

Senator Hennineas. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker 4 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Christopher, just a question in following up what 


eenatvor Hennings ask Vou. Do Vou think that the independence © 
the Free State of M: vlan id was evident on November 8 when they sent 
Senator Butler to the Senate of the United States instead of Senat 


Tvdings ¢ 

‘Mr. Currsrorurr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Breexer. And do you still feel that if this election took pla 
again that that same independence would still be shown 2 

Mr. Curisroriner. He would go in with a bigger showing, my frie! 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions ¢ 

Becker. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. [ would like to ask this: During vour employ 
ment ot volunteer work there, did youever pay for any ot the printn 
that vou picked up / 

ite. uRIspoPHER, No,sir. No, sir, L never paid for anything. 

Senator Monroney. You = said you picked up a good deal o 
print Re 

Mr. Crrisrorner. 1 don’t know whether I had to pay postage o 
freight 7 t some time. at the ratlroad. J aoa ae 

Senator Monronry. You don't know where it was being shipped 
from, this freight vou picked up? 

Mr. Curtsropuker. LT couldn’t say that. 

Senator Monroney. How many times did you go to the freight 
oflice 2 . . 

Mr. Curisrorimr. That I couldn't say. A few times. 

Senator Monronry. A few times. A pretty big load ¢ 
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\ir. Curtsroruer. IT couldn't say. 
Senator Monroney. And sometimes at the bus 
cked up some stuff. 
Mr. Cnrisropner. Yes. 
senator MoNnRONEY. And Vou didn’t know where that came 
Mr. Curisropuer. | wasn’t interested, 
senator MoNRON]I Re Where did you put the posters you were 
\ir. CHRISTOPHER, ‘| hey were going to distribute them to the cif- 
rent committeemen, and I had an idea, if they sold a bottle of Coca 
he Fiji Islands, they spend 81,000 for an electric sign to adver 
| arc, “You let these here, (rive the | 
he poles like barbet poles red. white, 
that whereve > turns around, 


} } 
people know. 


POD TE til? KT) 


to vote. 


fol VIONRONI 
CHRISTOPHER. 


Senator Monronery. You dor 
Mr. Curisrorrer. No, sir. 
Senator Monronery. Some of 
uu picked up material from, [ bel 
who they were 4 
Mr. Curisropner. Fedder’ 
took Mr. Aultman when | 
l eave him what information I | 
Senator Monronery. Was there 
ch you picked up print 
Mr. Cirisroprer. No, sir. 
Senator MoNROoNEY. Oh) ly Ie 
Mor. Crrisropuer. Yes, si 
Senator Monroney. The 
Hotel 
Mir. Crurisrorier. Got it 


y/ 


int to wrap thi stuff 
ator Moxnronry. Were vou 

Crrisrorpner. No, sir: I 

eration until I saw it in print. 

Senator Monronry. When you 

tion was that? 

Mr. Curisroruer. TJ 

ek, if I recollect very well. was close the closing 
unpagn. LT couldn't tell: specifically what date. 
Senator MoNRONEY. 2 ou were told where the 

ho prepared it ? , 

Mr. Curtsroruer. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. You just didn't 

Mr. Curisrorugr. The only thing I] 

e time to geta had lit. tayed Ol 
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Senator Monroney. In the disposal of From the Record, you test 
fied you picked up part of the copies from the fourth floor of the Lor 
Baltimore Hotel—— 

Mr. Curisropuer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney (continuing). And the rest from Mr. Fedde: 
printing company ¢ 

Mr. Curisrorpuer. Yes, sit 

Senator Monroney. Earlier you testified you thought you had see 
this picture of Earl Browder and Senator Tydings in ain 
together. 

Mr. Cukisrorpuer. You see, at the time when this thing was in tli 
making, I was paying much attention to the development of thi 
article. I was getting a little peeved at letters like from Chicag: 
and Washington. Asa Marylander, I thought, what were these out 
siders doing in the Maryland election. I asked myself, “Has M: 
Tydings created so much interest outside the State of Maryland / 
Are they coming in here for a kill’ What is behind this thing“ 
Those were the only things that were in my mind. 

a itor Monroney. Going back to the picture, you saw it befor 

appeared in the tabloid newspaper, though ¢ 

‘er CHRISTOPHER. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. In the office / 

Mr. Curisrorner. | am not positive the picture was In the offic: 
Don't misunderstand me. At the time, I recollect there was a pi 
ture at a conference table, a display of what was called a “white 
washed case,” where they we re ti Uking at the table, or sence tll Th 
people weren't clear. li isn’t Clear to me about the whole thing. 

Senator Moxroney. Was it the same picture as was in the tabloid / 

Mr. Curisroruer. That I couldn't say. 

Senator Monroney. But you did see it some time before it came 
out in the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Curisroruer. Yes, 

Senator Monront x. Mr. McDermott. do you have any questions : 

Mr. McDerMorr. Yes, just to clarify one point. Mr. Christophe: 
did I understand that you did de STLON coples of this cartoon {indie al 
ing] from the Chicago Daily Tribune dated Saturday October 2s 
1950, marked exhibit 85? 

Mr. Curisrorner. | destroyed that completely. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was for the same reason ? 

Mr. Curisropner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. There was a large package of those in the ca 
paign headquarters in the Lord Baltimore Hotel, and you destroyed 
the whole business ¢ 

Mr. Curisroprer. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. T wonder if Mr. Adkins could make availabl 
to the subcommittee a COPS of the statement that he prepared for ti 
client, and which his client signed for Mr. Stockbridge. 

Mr. Apxins. I would be very glad to, sir. The typing is a little off 
here in spots, but—— 

Mr. McDermorr. We will mark this “Exluibit 86.° which has be: 
identified by Mr. Adkins. And I ask the chairman that exhibits »s: 
and S6 be admitted. 

nator MONRONEY. Without objection. they are admitted. 
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Exhibits SD and S6 referred to will be found in the files of the 
wommittee. ) 
Vr. Me D RMOTT. I would also like the record to show at this time 
iat exhibit No. 5, previously introduced, being a corrected invoice 
from National Advertising Co. to John Marshall Butler. covering dis 
bution accounts for the distribution of 169.000 to Hagerstown, 
\) napolis, Baltimore, and Dundalk, and 134.206 by mail, or a total 
fF 503.206 copies of the tabloid, is being incorporated in the record 
Corrected exhibit No. 5 referred to will be found in the files ot the 
bcommittee, ) 
Senator Monronery. Are you finished, Mr. McDermott ? 
Mr. McDermorr. That is all. 
Senator Henprickson. Did vou have something you wanted to add 
Mr. Curisrorner. [ might add that Mr. Offit. Mr. Devereaux’s cat 
ign manager, has 15.000 of those copes in his cellar. 
Vir. McDermorr. Who? 
Mr. Curisropner. Mr. Offit. He is campaign mai 
Devereaux. They were either sent to him or we were 


/ 


1 


Che last time I talked to him he was saving he 


lay 
all 


Senator Monroney. Did vou ever deli 


Mr. Curisropuer. No, sir. 
senator MonNRON] Ba You dont ki 
Mr. CrurisropHer. No, sir, they were 
Senator Monroney. By mail or express? 
Mr. Curisrorpner. It probably was by mail. 
Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 
Senator Henprickson. No, 
Senator MONRONEY. Mr. Becker ? 
Mr. Becker. None, sir. 
Senator Monroney. These two men who appeared twice wl 
ere on the road near home and wanted to talk to vou about the « 
rh. did they ask you to vet i the ear with them 
Mr. Curisroruer. The first time they asked me 

I said. “If vou want to come to the house, 

vicl, “You en vet i} he car and talk to us a few minutes 

a ND. If you don’t care to come in the home. I don’t care 

n the « ar.” I dor *t th nk it was very ImMportal tastoactu lly 
was 
Senator Monroney. But 1 finitely remember they asked 
{ n the ear and dee] Interv vol n the | ome ? 
\ir. Curisropuer. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. What happened the second time? 
Mr. Curisropner. The second time they asked if I didn’ 

about the campaign I said, “I have a friend. and he 
rney, and if there is anything to say, he will say it for me.” 
em his hame, phone number, and address. 
Senator Monroney. You never saw them since ? 
\ir. CreistrorHer. Never since. 
Senator Monroney. Did you have any further quest 
/ 


{ ry? noe 


Senator Henninas. No, sir. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 
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Mr. Becker. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator SmirH. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you very much for giving us your tes- 

mony, Mr. Christopher and Mr. Adkins. 

The committee stands adjourned until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 
Whereupon at 12:30 p. m. a recess was taken until 2 p. m. March 


I 
. 1aAR 7 
24, 10901.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The subeommittee hearing will be in order. 

\W hen the committee recessed at noon today we hac completed the 
testimony from the two morning witnesses. Will the counsel ca 
the first witness this afternoon. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. George J. Nilles, please. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Nilles, would you state your name, pleas 

Mir. Nirurs. Mv name is George J. Nilles. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony vo 


re about to give n this hearing shall he the truth. the whole trut] 


] 


md nothing but the truth. so help vou God / 
\Lr. NILLES. I do. sir. 


Senator Monronry. Thank vou very much f 


rm coming before thre 


ommittee and eivine us the benefit of your testimony. 
Mr. Ninties. Thank vou, si 
Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman. 


Sehnatol Monn NEY. You nave no statement / 


Mr. NILLES. NOS pag have no statement. 


TESTIMONY OF GEORGE J. NILLES 


Mir. McDermorr. Will you give us vour name and present addres 
Mr. Nilles / . . 

Mr. NILLES. George J. N lles, ZSOO W oodles Road NW. 

Mr. McDermorr. Washington, D. C./ 

Mir. Nines. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what is your present occupation 

Nin N LLES Wi ll. | have ust very rece! thy vore down to help o 

sSehnatol \I int ns olhice. | uve heen l real estate man for abou 
the last vear. 

Vir. McDrermorr. Now when did vou begin vour employment 
Senntol Martin 7 

Mr. Ninzies. I think the 22d. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Of March / 

Mir. Ninues. That is right 

Mr. McDerworr. And in what capacity are vou emploved there 

Vir. Ninues. Well, TL am more or less an assistant, the administra 
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Mr. Nities. Most recently I was with the firm Arthur L. Walte 
1 Virginia, and prio. to that L was with Frederick W. Beret 
\Ir. Mi DeRMOrT. Now, how long prior to your employment by 
nator Martin were you 1n the real-estate busine nm VY ro 

Mr. Nuties. I think I started the first of 
fore that 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be January 1, 
Mr. Nitzuses. That is 

Mr. McDermorr. 


Inia é 


| t 
Nha NILLES Rea estat 
Mir. McDermorr. eall ow 
Mr. Ninues. [think last spring, Iam not sure 
Mr. McDermorr. So that during the months « 
ember 1950, you were employed as a real-estate broker, 
Mir. Nines. No. as a salesmat 
Nin MceDrermort. As a salesn il. 
n Virginia, were they, or Wa 
Mir. Niutes. No, no. Was 
Mir. McDermorr. Ag 
Stl et of Columbia. 
Mr. Ninwres. Not my 
Mr. McDermorr. Well, where v 
Mr. Nintues. I think mv legal re 


ibis mv voting residence. 


Mr. McDermorr. Wer 


States Se] ite ads i}? 
Mr. Nitzies. Yes, sir 
Mr. MceDermorr. A 
Mr. Nintes. That w 
erk enate Ri 
Mr. McDermorr. |] 
\dministration and that was d 
Mr. Niues. Yes, si 
Mr. MceDernot Hay 
thy? 

Ninues. No. s 

McDrermorr. 


oTthe Ss 


SPNATO! i} enmopna 


Marvland, Mr. Nille 


Maa n ; 

Mr. McDermorr. And 

Mr. Nines. Nobody part 

mmittee and asked th Mm. I kx ow evervbody 

em if there was someth } I could do. and the 

Butler « mmpaig and | 

eit was a campaig! Was very 

Mr. McDermor1 

ceQ t | il vou be allowed 1‘ 

Mr. Nuuurs. That is rig! 

Mr. McDermorr. At 
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Mr. Nivies. Well, there wasn’t any definite referral or anything. 
They just said, “Check on this thing, * and “Some of. McC arthy’s peo 
ple are doing a lot of work, see if you can’t help out,” and TI just came 
up and was put to work. 

Mr. McDermort. Do you recall who told you that ? 

Mr. Nuties. No, Ire ally coudn’t say. 

Mr. McDermorr. But somebody at the National Republican Com- 
mittee headquarters? 

Mr. Nitues. Well, sure. People all over town were working on the 
ecards. There was a great deal of interest in this campaign. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. What I am interested in, Mr. Moore, is who to 
vou that ? 

Mr. Nitxes. Nilles. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Nilles, excuse me. Somebody at National 
Republican Committee hes adqu: irters, is that right / 

Mr. Nites. I believe probably Mr. Herman. Iam not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. And Mr. Herman told you some of Mr. McCar 
thy’s people were working on this problem ? 

Mr. Nitues. That is right. 

Senator Henninas. Mr. Chairman, some of the ventlemen of t 
press = ae cannot hear the witness, 

Mr. Niuies. I am sorry. 

Senator MONRONEY. These acoustics are very, very bad. 

Mr. Nruues. Yes, sir, I noticed that this morning. 

Sen: i Monroney. If you speak up we will appreciate it. 

Mr. Nruues. Surely. 

Mr. Mc Dt RMOTT. Is that correct then ? Did Mr. Herman refer vo 
to Senator Me( ‘arthy’s personne 1! Isthat correct / 

Mr. Nitues. I could not say that definitely. He may have or soni 
body else down here. Nothing was very formal. I mean there wa 
just a bunch of inquiries. I was talking to a lot of old friends a 
L sot the information and came on down. 

Mr. MeDermorr. And after this referral from the national cor 
Littee, whe re chi d vou YO or to whom did vou re port? ? 

Mr. Nuties. There wasn't any referral from the national committe: 
It was just I walked in. It could have been the Mayflower loung: 
I mean I just walked in and talked to a lot of people and found o 
W hat was voinge on and came dow Nn here. 

Mr. Mi Dy RMOTT. Then atter this suggestion, to whom did Vou re 
port or — did you next contact ¢ , 

Mr. Nruves. Actually, in the first place I sat up in a room at tli 
committee and addressed cards with the Youne Republican voluntee) 
for a couple of days in a room that Young Republicans were using, 
ind then I just came on down here and I think T reported in to Jes 
Kerr or somebody, 

Mr. McDermorr. You reported to Jean Kerr. Do you remembe 
what day that was? 

Mr. NILLEs. No: I couldy t tel] vou. About 2 days before thie 


election. 


Mr. Mi ene. That would have been the Saturday prior to thi 
peg = heel think ? 

Mir. Nities. I believe that is right: ves, sir. Mavbe Fridav night 
| am not sure. 


Viv Mi 11 RMOTT. And where did you report to he ( 


y 
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\ir. Ninues. In the Senator’s office here. 

Mr. McDermorr. In Senator McCarthy’s office in the Senate Office 
Building? 

Mr. Nites. It was night, and worked almost all night, f think. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And when you first reported to her on that occa- 

m you worked on the cards that night, is that right 4 

Mr. Ninies. | believe that is right, ves. 

Mr. McDrermorr. And was that work done in Senator McCarthy’s 

lice ¢ 

Mir. Niuues. That is right. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And how many people were working on it at that 


/ 
1e § 


Nities. I couldn't tell vou. ‘The rooms were full and people 
re running in and out People were doing them in their homes, 


insporting them back and forth. I wouldn’t have any idea how 
Ny people were involved, 
Mr. McDermorr. Do I correctly understand that the work 
h you refer is the addressing and the writing of a personal mes- 
/on a regulation-sized post card bearing a photograph of John 
Marshall Butler? Is that meht? 
Mir. Nitues. Yes. 
Mr. McDrermorr. Now do you recall whether that was on Friday or 
Sal irda night ¢ 
Mr. Ninnes. I think perhaps both. 
Mr. McDrermorr. Now at that time had you known any of the people 
Senator Me¢ ‘arthy’s ottice ? 
Mir. Ninues. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. And who did vou know 4 
Mr. Ninies. I knew Ewell Moore and I generally knew all of them, 
ough hot by hame and had hevel been introduced I had been in 
b ulding al ne time with a lot of people. A lot ot people you 
ow even though you haven't been introduced, you might “Hi,” but 
vasn't particularly friendly with any of them. I wasn’t unfriendly. 
ist had not known them. 
Mr. McDermorr. Now did you have oceasion to make 
timore, Md., on the night of Sunday, November 5? 
Mr. Nities. Was it the 5th? It was Sunday night. 
Mr. Mi DerMorr. Sunday night. and what time did vo 
timore ¢ . 
Mr. Nities. Oh, I think roughly around 11 o1 
Mr. McDermorr. And with whom did vou go / 
\Ir. Nirtes. Ewell Moore. 
\ir. McDermorr. In whose ear? 
Mr. NILLES. Ewell Moore's car. 
\Ir. McDermorr. And at whose request / 
\Ir. Nitiues. Don Surine’s. 
Mr. McDermorr. And what did Don tell vou) 


\Ir. Nintes. He said, “Drive over with a bune] 
fellow named Fedder, get the ecards he h: 
LDIy have to make several Crips. He has Ot A 
them. Stay over there until vou finish.” 
orhel words. wie noeht hy ive to drive arow 
‘se cards at the various spots. That is 
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Mr. McDrermorr. Now, do you indicate that he gave you a bunch o| 
ecards to mail / 

Mr. Niturs. He didn’t. IT went to, I think, the National Commit 
tee and picked up a bunch there the Young Republican Voluntee 
were doing, Ewell picked up some or had picked up some before \ 
left. We hada ear full of cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had a car full of cards when vou went ove: 
to Baltimore ¢ 

Mir. NILLES. That IS right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what time did vou get to Baltimore ? 

Mr. NILLES. All these times are Going to be very hazy. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right: just vour best recollection. 

Mr. Ninues. I would say around 12: 30-1 o'clock: an hour eit 
wal I yuist don’t know. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And vou had a car full of addressed and stamyx 
ecards: is that right / 

Min. Nines. That is right: not full. but we had a lot of cards. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could vou estimate the number for us ¢ 

Mr. Nitues. I couldn’t possibly. 

Nii Mi DerMorr. Well. would it be LOOO or 10.000 or close! 


one figure or the other / 


Mr. Nities. Probably closer to 10,000. I mean you wouldn’ 
drive over for a thousand ecards. 

Mr. MceDrermorr. Well, there is some question about that. Now, 
what did vou do with those cards when vou got to Baltimore / 

Mr. NILLI S. | think we mailed them before we went to the Kemerso 
Hotel. 

Mer. McDerurorr. And where did vou mail then 

Mr. Ninies. At the post office. 

Mr. MeDermorr. And who mailed them / 

Mr. NILLES. Ewell \Ioore and be 

\Ir. Mi 1 RMOTT, Were vou presel t with him when he matled the 

Mi NILLES Yes, indeed. 

Mr. MeDermorr. And at what part of the post office did he ma 
them ¢ Did he take them to the bulk mall window or did vou dro} 
them down a little chute, or what did you do with them? 

Mr. Nitues. I think we went to what you are probably referring 
lk mall. We went 1n and to the left, and there Is a 
window. 

Mr. McDermorr. I show you a plat of the first floor of the Baltimon 
Post Otlice, id this = ( alvert Street. Here isthe area where the box: 
are. This is the main aisle. 

Mr. Nitues. Right in here some place. 

Mr. McDermorr. Here is a window marked on the floor plan “Bu 
mail window.” Is that where vou matled them / 

Mr. Niuves. That right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was a substantial bunch of cards: 
that right? 

Mr. Nitues. As far as I remember it was. 

Mr. MceDermorr. And when you went over there to mail th 


sd. 


eards at about |v > or | 1. Th... WAS That window open or did vou ha 


, ] 
tormnea buzzer and summon someone ¢ 


Mr. Nities. I couldn’t say for sure. 
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Mr. Me DreRMOTT?. Think about it for a moment, What 


si recollection on it 4 


Mr. Niners. 


Mr. McDermorr. You do not remember anythin 
wr’ anybody 1 


Vir. NILLES 


| 
re niot ot l 


t 


Is there a buzzer there? I don’t remember. 
ov about 


the post office lobby Ol nthe corridors / 


; . ; 
I don {t think there Was ag2nvoody tlie LOD 
k he | ; 

hn WOrkKIng »tThe DacK, 


Mir. McDermorr. The lobby was deserted / 


i 


qd have Mm 


pout Lekdit 


Mr. McDern 


Mir. Ninies. No f said ET don’t think ther 


Vir. McDerwort You do not reeall whether the 


rr. And who made that eall 


Mr. Ninues. Well, [tl there were a counle made. J] 


\"\ 


p . — . 
| dont know aqeh tely, \Vy were to cont 
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Mr. Nitxies. I don’t think so. How could I? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, 1 mean did you tell her who you were? 

Mr. Nuves. That we were people from Washington that came to co 
lect the ecards, that is all. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you give her vour name? 

Mr. Nutues. I doubt it. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you suggest to her that you come out 
Fedder’s house and wait for him there / 

Mr. Nities. No, sir: wouldn't have had the slightest idea how 
vel there. 

Mr. McDrernmorr. What arrangements did you have with Mr. Suri 
before you left Washington that mght for his meeting you in Balt 
more ¢ 

Mr. NILLES, None other than he would he over in about an ho 
and meet us at the post office. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what did you understand was the purpose 
his visit 4 

Mr. NuwEs. J] couldn't tell you. ] had no idea. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he ever discuss with you what he had 
mind / 

Mr. Nines. I think he was going to bring over more cards. T) 
were working all night and there would be another load reacly. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would that be here in Washington, you mea 

Mr. Nruves. That is right; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. So vour understanding was that the reason f{ 
Mr. Surine’s delay is that he was to pick up another load of « 
being addressed here in Washington and bring them over and 
them: is that right ? 

Mr. Nitues. That is mght. 

Mr. McDermMorr. Now. did vou wait in the Emerson Hotel lob 

1 you received ad ¢ all from Mr. le lal é 

Mr. Nizves. That is right. 

Mir. McDermorr. And do vou recall the time interval there ? 

Mr. Nunes. Oh, probably 20 or 50 minutes. 

Mr. MceDermorr. And Mr. Fedder returned your call to thi 

! where did vou make arrangements to meet him then ¢ 

Mir. Nintes. We were just going to wait right there for him. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did he then meet vou ‘ 

Mir. Ninues. He did. 

Mr Mi Di RMOTT, And what did you do whe he met vou! 

Mr. Nunirs. Went over to the post office. I would like to b 
out one point. if I may 

Mr. McDermorr. Surely, 

Mr. Niuies. Mr. Fedder stated that he told us over the phone 


y I 
it 


he had already mailed a certain amount of cards, and that is a 
That is not true. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now. when he came down and met vou in the lob! 
of the Emerson Hotel, what conversation or discussion did you have 
Mr. Niuurs. Very little. We just went out to his car and got 
cards he had and te < then nto the post ofhee and counted them a 


Mer Mc rMoTT. And that would have been at what time? Abi 
1:30 a.n pprox itely / 
Mr. Niuues. I think s 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now, you went from the Emerson Hotel 
| the three ot you went down to the post office in Baltimore 


iat right / 


t 
t 


S44 


hey 


Mr. Niuves. Well, his car was about halfway between. We stopped 


scar, picked up the cards, and took them on over 


Mr. McDermorr. Do vou recall approximately how many addresses 


d stamped cards he had in his car at that time. 


Mr. Nitves. It will be awfully rough. I just have a vague 


ibout three or four thousand, something on that order 
ire. 

\lr. Mc Dermot r And you took those mto thre post oth 

il then did you mail them ¢ 

Mr. Ninues. I believe we mailed those ri 

d we mailed them at ad fferent window. 

ad to put them on a stand wh hy 


cating 


Mr. MeDermorr. W 
licated in red ¢ 

Mr. Nutues. Yes; I think tl 

Mr. McDermorr. That is 1 

f the post othee which is off tl 

ght ¢ 

Mr. Nawwes. I think that is m@ht: ves, s1 


Mr. McDermorr. And did you take the cards 

ble and roughly count them, or what did vou do 4 

Mr. Nuuues. That is right: counted them very roughly. 
Mr. McDerrmorr. ! ‘ ounting the mM. Wh 


/ 


, 


Mr. Ninues. Mailed 

mber if we mailed t] . right immediately « 
Viat. 
Mr. McDermorr. Now, how many ecards d 
ere ily for you at that time ¢ 

Mir. Nirues. I don’t know of any understan 
ready at that time, but he had contracted to 
\ir. McDermorr. Who told vou that ¢ 

Mr. Nuutes. I can’t remember. Either Dor 
Mir. MceDermorr. You had no idea how ma 


1 


thine of your nudnight or 1:50 a. m. meet 


San il. 


Vin NILLES. No. We were just to vet start 


{ 


and there and a over tow 
| mail them. 
Mr. McDrermorr. Now, at t! 


ior ot the post of] ce count 


( 


that time § 

Mr. NILLES. Not quite. 1 think ] f 
Mr. McDermorr. And do you recall 
( | be for Mr. Surime ci 

\Ir. NILLES. No, that is 
‘4 ' ' 
led them immediately O} 
Mr. McDermorr. You do not ki 
Mr. Ninies. Not specifically; 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you remember whether they were mailed at 
the same bulk mail window that vou previously pointed out on thi 
diagram ¢ 

Mr. Nities. No. I just told you I think we mailed them over her 
some place. 

Mr. McDermorr. In the same corridor in which you counted the 

Mr. Nities. You can’t quote me on that. I just can’t be sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, T will not quote vou on it, but you are su 
tirat they were hot mailed ‘al the same window, in any event / 

Mir. Ninues. No. IT just said that Tam not sure. 

Mr. MceDermorr. Now as I understand it, if you are correct im yo 
recollection that those cards were mailed ul that time, Mr. Surin 
had not then vet arrived, is that right, it now being about 1:30 a.m. 
Mr. Ninwes. I am not sure if we miutled them before Don ot ther 





or atte Don vot there or sll iultaneously. I mean nothing Was very 
Pecile, Limeai the actions were not so specifie that vou could re 
em. They were not important enough to place any weight on then 


Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall how long a wait you had in t 
obby of the post office after vour arriving there with Mr, Fedder a 
before Mr. Surine did arrive / 

\I Nittes. No. That would be awfully rough, approximate! 

ound a half hour. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were there around a half hour, and during 
that interval there was Mr. Moore and Air. kFedder and yourself, 


Mr. McDreruorr. Now, what wa le pedestrian trathe siti 


it corridor where you were counting these cards! Were ther 

V peopl around there o1 patrol S ¢ 

Mr. Nitves. Very few. There was one person mopping the th 
I believe. As a matter of fact, I think he was there quite a bit 
the time, 

Mir. MceDermorr. I see, and there was not a lot of trate, cust 
or patrons at the post office, is that right / 

Mr. Nittes. No; very, very little. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now during this half-hour interval after vy 
irrival there with Mr. Fedder and while you were awaiting the 


rival of Mr. Surine, what did you and Mr. Moore diseuss with M 
Fedde 

Mr NILLES Oh. the ean palo) ir vehel il, the hard t me Mr. edad 
is thay Y velttmMe mol eV oO t of the Butler Caniparen. Le wil 
@Y most of the taltking 

Mr. McDermorr. I see, and you and Mr. Moore just stood there 
stened, is that right / 


Mr. Ninues. That is rieht 


Mr. McDrermorr. Now did you have any conversation with 


11h 

iat time concerning the number of cards that he had been able 

ive addressed 

Mr. NILLES. | al : place the time. I have talked it over with t | 


yay md | ould hol really tel] vou if it happened before Don ro 


1 


here or after Don rot there l just Cant be sure. I have the 
Dressiol thy if if happe ed afte Don vot there, that he told it TO Deo 


Min. Mi Dero r But vou could be Crone n that? 
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Mir. Nunves. I don't think so, but I 

swer on it. 

Mir. Me Dermorr. Now, you went up there with the unde 
it he had contracted to address 50,000 cards, and here it 


r of November 6, 


1. T.. The Morning 
areas. Was tl » 1) Lise S10) 
Nites. Yes ared th: 


l 


rob he nad cont 


Mico Drermorr. 


Nitues. I don't 


e TUst Wasi 


Mi Dy RMOT 


it t 
I il | 


NILLEs. N ot 
MceDrerwe 
ve - 


VieDernwi 
Nines. J 
McoDrrwr 
Moore ko 
NILLES. 
eard of 
ivy what t] 

MeDermort 
Niturs. Yes 
VicDrermori 


OO?) 
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Mr. Nities. Fedder was complaining about all the trouble he ha 
had getting money, and that he had the whole election locked up ia 
his shop, as he put it, and he said he held out until he got a letter fro: 
Senator Butler stating that he would be responsible. 

I don’t know what the letter said, I have never seen it, but it wa 
in other words, a guaranty of some sort before the guy would unloc 
the campaign from his shop. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you do not recall whether that subject cai 
up for discussion before Mr. Surine arrived or after / 

Mr. Nities. Not specifically, but I am pretty sure it did after 
arrived. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now during this conversation that you and M 
Moore were having with Mr. Fedder, did he at any time indicate 
you that he had previously mailed any cards ¢ 

Mr. Niuies. I think I said I don’t know. I mean I don’t know 
he brought it up to us or after Don arrived. I mean on both of thes 
points | would like to say that I just don’t know for sure, but T thi 
in both cases it occurred after Don arrived. 

Mr. McDermorr. But you are not sure, is that right ¢ 

Now when Mr. Surine arrived, about what time was that ? 

Mr. Ninves. Didn't we just establish it¢ I mean I told you 50 mi 
utes, and you added something on. 

Mr. McDermorr. About 2 o'clock, would that have been / 

Mr, Nintes. It was 2, 2:50. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I recall his testimony—if my recollect io 
is in error or [| am incorrectly informed as to ‘his testimony, but 
believe he indicated about 2 o’clock—— 

Mr. Ninves. Well, in that general time. 

Mr. . Dermorr. When Mr. Surine arrived where were you wa 
nye gt him, back by this table where you had counted the cards 4 

Mr. Ninzes. I just couldn't say. We wandered all around the pla 
In othe words, we were hot in any spec ific spot doing ah 1\ sper 
thing at any time, as far as I remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, would you tell the members of the subco 
mittee, please, what transpired when Mr. Surine arrived / 

Mr. Nitues. We met, told him that we had arrived and that 
mailed the cards and we got some from Mr. Fedder. Well, the wlu 
thing was just a general conversation. I believe it was about that ti 
that Mr. Fedder brought up the fact that he had already mailed sor 
cards, but again ] can't be sure, 

Mr. McDermorr. You cannot be sure whether it was at that time « 
not 4 

Mr. Nites. No; but I believe that is the time. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what did Mr, Fedder say at whatever time 
brought that suggestion up 4 

Mr. Ninies. I can’t remember any specific conversations. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, can you remember the substance of his « 
versation? Did he say he had mailed some cards? 

Mr. Nu LES. The substance ot it is, ] believe, that he said, OW” 
these guys were so late I had to go ahead and mail 10,000 or 20,001 
something on that general line. The whole thing did not impress ! 
at all. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then what did Mr. Surine do? 

Mr. Ninies. What do you mean “do”? 
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Mr. McDermorr. Well, did he check with the postal authorities a 
whether cards had been mailed ¢ 

Mr. NILLES. ] believe he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, did he walk away from your group, as yo 
all it ¢ 

Vir. Nittes. We all were walking around. I think I went to get 
ink of water at one point or something. ‘There is no fluid action. 

in nobody was in one specific spot all the time. We were milling 
ck and forth. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did this suggestion of Mr. Fedder’s develop int 
vument or a controversy Or a ¢ iscussion back and forth between t! 
ee of you and himself ¢ 

Mr. Ninues. Not in any way. 

Mr. Me DrerMorr. He told you he had mailed some and Vol clo Ol 
all whether Mr. Surine went and check d that fact or not? 

Mr. Ninues. I think he did; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what did Mr. Surine say when 

m doing that ? 

Mr. Ni LES. | could not tel] Vou. ] could not tell you about an Spe 


t 


fic conversations. ‘The eeneral conversation was that, “You should 


ot have done that. You were told that we would mail them. 
Vir. McDermorr. And was that a well-moduleted conversation 
ormal conversational tone or was there some argument between thu 
bout it? 
\ir. Nintes. No argument at all. 
Mr. McDrermorr. No argument at all. Now. did Mr. Fedder o 
on tell you any other actions that he | ad taken in connection 
participation in the campaign / 
Mr. Nirues. Not that I remember. 
Mr. Mi Di RMOTT., Not that you remembe iis Well. 
tion, then, what did you do or where did you go / 
Mr. NILEs. Well, the @ist of 1t is that ‘he had 


i 


ed 10,000 or 20,000 cards. Later he admitted 
Mr. MceDreruorr. Where did he admit that? 
Mir. Nintes. Right there during the same conver 
aid, “Well, I don’t know why I did it. Id 
ve said, “AT right.” . 
McDrermorr. Now he said that very matter of 


| eral conversation that was goine back and forth, 


NinLes. [ was a little sorry that he had do 
e flat goods on him I menn we knew 
up the rest of the ecards and find out if | 
{ admitted that he had hed and ittemipted 
said, “QO. K.. let’ vO pick up the enard 
t off.” ; 
McDrrmorr. Who 


/ 
i 


LULTILISSIO! 
Nitztes. I believe Don v 
MceDermorr. Mr. Surin 
Mr. Nitzues. That is right. 
Mr. McDermorr. And was Mr. Surine propou 


ind eliciting answers from Mr. Fedder ¢ 
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Mr. Niuves. Not in any such a manner. It was just a general dis 
cussion. There was nothing rough about it, if that is what you a 
trying to find out. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, after that conversation, then, was ther 
Ome sugvestion that you go pick up the balance of the cards ¢ 

\ir. NULLEs. Yes, indeed, 

Mr. McDermorr. And how many stops did you understand had 
be made ? 

Mr. Ninves. IT did not understand any. I just knew there wer 

rie h of houses, | did hot know W here we were voing. 


Mr. McDermorr. And was it your understanding that you wei 


POINS to the homes of various workers who had been addressing the 
irds, you were going to pick them up, bring them back, and ma 
em:is that meht ? 

Vir. Nines. That was the vel ral idea, but it turned out there wast 

eoing to be any to mail. He could not complete the job, and since h 

ed t\ Is 2] | tried to steal, we did not want to have any more ft 


him. We did not want to leave him w th the balance of a 

tamps for the rest of the night, either. 

Mir. McDerworr. But what I am evettine at. Mr. Nilles, is that a 
eft the } =| fliee, the fom of vou together, and started out oO 


nin. f if Was Voul purpose, to pick up cards: Ls that right ¢ 


I 


Mir. Naiuues. That is. eh) ~but not to bring them back and mail ther 

ie. MceDermorr. What were you going to do with them / 

Mir. Nitues. Take them back to Washineton, or something. W 

ot vet t! job done, ob ously. 

View MeDeruorr. Your understanding was that there were no mor 
LC LCL’ ed ~ | uw riethil ¢ 

Nha Nu LES, Well, some were bell a addressed at t] e time, bit 

ot the volume that he had contracted to do. He told us a 
Ss 0 rls Vol 1 red and went to | ed and the 1ob just Was not Goll 


» get done; so we decided to pick up our marbles and go home. 
Vir. McDermorr. That was about 2: 15 or 2:50 a. m: is that rieht 
Mr. NILLES Roughly. Ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did Mr. Surine arrive in Baltimore in 

r. Ninues. Yes: he did. 

MeDermorr. And was Mr. Fedder’s car parked somewhere 1 


€ 

] ] {} ; 
rly ose to the post Ollice 
Mr. Niiues. That is right. 


Mir. McDermorr. And where was Mr. Moore’s car parked ? 
Mir. Niuues. The same general location. 
\I Nii Dermorr. And when vou went out of the post office He 


irted to make this trip to pick up these cards, whose car did 4 


Mr. Nintes. Mr. Surine’s. 
Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall any conversation where Mr. edd 


/ 


1 


rary ed that they take his car 
Mir. Nunurs. No: I don’t think so: no. 
Mir. McDermorr. You do not know whether such conversation t: 


Mr. Ninies. It might have. He was very congenial and most 
} 


erested domg anvthing we wanted in helping us get our wor 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did any one of this trio—th: 
Moore, and yourself—suggest that one or more 

Washington at that time, it being 2:15 or 2:3 

Mr. Nities. No: it never occurred to us. 

Mr. McDermorr. It never occurred to you to 
f you were Fong tO oO together with Mr. ec 


rds: 1s that right ? 
Mr. Niuues. As far as 
Mer. McDermorr, And 


ht ? 
Mr. Ninurs. Yes. 

Mr. MceDermorr. And upon 
o in the house to get the cards / 

Mr. Niuies. It did not make much difference. 

K In one We al ve in. In another place, 
ould go in. 

Vir. McDermorr. nd you rode from hous 

! Was he driv na ¢ 

Mir. Nittes. Yes: he was. 

Mir. McDermorr. And where 

Mr. Ninues. Different places. 
e would vet out, 

Mr. McDermorr. And dur 

ce was there any diseussion, 

tbout his wine and ch 

t-card transa 

Mr. NILLEs. 

tired out.” 

Mr. McDermorvr. 

il ride? 

Mr. NitiEs. Not to1 

the letteras faras ] ean remember. 

Mir. Me DeRMoOrT. Wher you first came out of the po 
Mir. Ninves. In the first place vou will re t | 

| ies Mr. Fedder \ | 
and | 


mec 
i 


NILLES. 
MceDreruMort 
NmEs. T] 


a 
llevenine. 
' 

MeDermot he econ 


“Mr. Fedder ret 
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Mr. Niuues. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. McDermorr. And who made that suggestion ? 

Mr. Nuues. I can’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. But somebody made the suggestion ? 

Mr. Nines. That is right, on the same premise that we wanted t 
pick up our stamps. I mean if a fellow will steal once he will do | 
again, and we did not want to leave him have that check until mon 
ing, and he perfectly agreed. We told him we would pay lim fo: 
what he had done at a later date. 

Mr. McDermorr. The fact is that this was now sometime subsequent 
to 2:30 a. m.: is that right? 

Mr. Nities. What ? 

Mr. McDermorr. That you were discussing this $500 check and it 
return. 

Mr. Niuurs. IT believe it was, but T just have no idea when it first 
vas brought up. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicated you did not want to trust hu 

th it until morning 3 is that right ? 

Mr. Nivues. That is just my personal opinion; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was vour attitude. You did not want to 
trust him with that check until morning; so, it was suggested that 
you go to his house right then and get it? 

Mr. Nities. Not right then. Whenever it was convenient. 

Mr. McDermorr. Sometime during the course of that ride? 

Mr. Niturs. That is right. 

Mr. McD RMOTT. When did you go to his house / 

Mr. Nn Les. I could not tell you. We went to about three or four 
houses a ) 1d then to hi Is hous e . and ] believe one more. 

Mr. Mi Drermorr. And your impression was that, unless you g 
he check at that time. you probably would not get it back; Is th 
right ? 

Mr. Ninurs. No 

Mr. McDerermorr. W or di d you mean when vou sald you wold 

not trust him with the check “until morning’? It is pretty close 
morning right now, or at this time. 
Mr. Nintes. My impression was that, if a fellow had lied and 
ttempte ‘d to ste: al once, I person: ally would not want to leave a check 
his possession, although there was no argument about it. He wa 
jist as agreeable as anything. He was glad to return it. I meat 
there was just no argument at all. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. So. you drove—Mr. Surine drove—to Mr. Fed 
er’s home for the check: is that right ¢ 

Mr. Nines. Yes: that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when you got to his home, do you reca! 
p proximately what time that was? 

Mr. Ninves. No: I have no idea. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have no idea what time it was, but some 
ly morning ; is that right ? 


1) 


mewn the ear 


Mr. Ninues. That is right: ves, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when vou got there did the three of you get 
ut of the car with Mr. Fedder? . 

Mr. Niuues. We had to. Ithink at that time he was sitting in thi 
ack seat. Two of us had to get out anvway so he could get out 
It Sa two lool , 
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Mr. McDrermo'1 r. So at the tTlme vou arrived at the Fedder house 

e reason that you got out of the car is because he was seated in the 

ick seat on the left-hand side behind the driver: is that right / 

Mr. Ninues. I believe that is correct: yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you go right directly to Mr. Fedder’s home 

om the last preceding pick up or cid vou drive around for iwh le 
liscuss this matter / 

Mr. Nuuues. I think we went directly to it. 

Mir. Me Drermorr. Do you recall what that distat 

Mr. Nities. I have no idea. I have been in Baltimore once before 
mv life. I have no idea where we were, where we went nor any 
ng nor any specific location of anything. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether that was a matter of 

few blocks or a substantial distance 4 

Mr. Nitxves. I have the impression it was a lhttle more than a few 


Ice Was ¢ 


wks 

Mir. McDermorr. A substantial distance ? 

Mir. Ninurs. No; just a little more than a few blocks. 1 could not 
generally. 

Mr. McDermorr, So you got to Fedder’s house and at least two 
vou got out of Surine’s car and Fedder went in the house; is that 

oo it ¢ 

Mr. Nuuies. That is right. 

Mr. Mc DERMOT hw Now did you Suggest th ul you YO in with him to 

et the check ? 

Mir. Nites. Not at all. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, vou were concerned about trusting him with 
intil morning. Were you afraid that he would not come back out 
| the ( heck ? 

Mir. Nities. It wasn’t up to me anyway. I was just sitting t 

Mr. McDeruorr. You were just along for the ride? 

\ir. Nintes. No. I mean nobody was making any particul: 

ons all by himself. Everything was just general. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who was making most of the decisions? Who 
calling most of the shots? Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Nruues. Probably, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall any discussion whether anyone 
uild accompany Mr. Fedder into his house for that check ? 

Mr. Niuurs. I don’t think there was any; no, not a bit. 

\ivr. McDermorr. And how long was he in his house ? 

Mr. Neutes. Oh. 5 or 10 minutes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Five or ten minutes, and what did you do 

is in there ? 

Mr. Nines. We sat there. 

Mr. McDermorr. You got back in the car and sat down? 

\ir. Nitues. I believe so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do vou recall vou waited outside 

ntil he came out ? 
\ir. Ninnes. I don’t reeall. 
Mv. MceDermorr. You do not know 


Mir. Ninves. I just could not say. 
\Ir. McDrrmorr. Now when |! 


| some stamps? 
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Mr. Nitxies. Yes; he did. He had the check and quite a few stamps 

Mr. McDermorr. And what was the conversation at that time? To 
whom did he give the check / 

Mr. Niuzies. I believe he gave it to Don. I don’t know if he gay 
it to him right then or later. 

Mr. McDrermorr. And do you recall what conversation took place 
at that time? 

Mr. Nivves. It was none that was any different from the genera 
conversation throughout the evening. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know how many stops at the homes of 
workers were yet to be made at that time / 

Mr. Niturs. I don't. I have the impression that we stopped at 
one more place before we went to the restaurant. Lam not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether Mr. Fedder suggested ther 
was one more stop to make and it was at a home that Mr. Surine had 
pres ously visited and that he not accompany him / 

Mr. Niitues. What / 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, now do not register such surprise. I ai 
asking you if vou heard such a conversation. 

Mr. NILLEs. No. ho: I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then there was no conversation, is that meht 
You all rot back in the ear / 

Mr. Nittes. No: there was probably conversation, but I don't re 
meniber about what. 

Mir. McDermorr. The only thing vou are sure of is that the conve 
sation that I suegested did not take place ; is that meht ? 

Mir. Nines. Yes. There was no conversation suggesting that Dor 
hot accon pany him. 

Mr. McDermorr. You don’t know what conversation did take plac 


/ 


t 1 | ] t , } é , 
except that that one did not 
Mi NILLES. No. I can’t even sav that. Acain | just could _ 
tell you what was discussed 


Nii Mi DerMorr. Well, how Vou ld me a minute ago that su 
COnVersatllol did hot take place, 

Nii Niites. [ did not heat any take place, let’s put it that way 

Mir. McDermorr. Now do you reeall 
ker’s home. or did you vo to the restaurant / 
Mr. Nunves. I think we made a stop. but Iam not sure. 
Vir. MeDermorr. And would vou know at whose home that was/ 
\ir. Ninues. T would not know who any of them were 
Mr. McDermorr. Now when was there first any discussion about 

ri iv a statement for Mr. Fedder’s signature ? 

Mr. Ninies. I don’t know when it was first discussed. The general 
dea was, “Let’s put down i black and white who owes who what.” 
Mir. Fedder was talking about he owed the Butler campaign a refund 


whether vou then made a StO} 


i some sort I don’t know ii vthing about the financial situation 
I just know that that was the purpose, I dont know when it wa 
hrst d ussed, but it seemed like a very eood idea. 

MI Mi Dierno r. To everbody concerned ? 

Mr. Niuies. Well, I can’t say that. It seemed like a good ide 
to me. I would lke to find out from the guy right then and there 


signed up. 


Mer. McDeruorr. Get a signed statement to that effect ? 
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Mr. Nities. Apparently you just could not trust him at all. 

ri impression. 

Mr. beanies. Now you do not recall] whether that conversa 
tion about getting this down in the form of a signed statement pre 

dec t - visit to Fedder’s home for the check or not ¢ 

Mr. Nities. No, I would not have any idea. 

Mr. se Dermorr. Well, could it have preceded that stop at 


Mr. Ninies. Oh, it certainly could, but I don’t know. 
Mr. McDermorr. Well, what is your best re 
of value to the members of the committee / 

Mir. Nirves. Well, I don’t think I have any 
be of value. I just don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not know ? 

Mia. Ninues. It was not of vy particular 

press me at the me 

Mir. Me Dermorr. So eventually then 

ne where he got the check and subsequent 

ela a eood iilea to reduce the facts on 
tatement, you wen { by some restaurant, is that ‘ l 

Mr. NILLES. , . I think I said that I thoucht it wasa eood id 
don’t think there was any discussion about it being a good id 
Wis JUST veneral cliscussion. 

Mr. McDermorr. But the fact is that 

oht restaurant, is that right? 

Mr. Nitues. That is right. 

\ a Dermorr. Do you recall wl 

was Orey’s Restaurant ? 
Mr. Nixes. If I . 
recently. I would not have 
e, while I was sitting there though. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not recall whe 
rom F «lder’s home to this restaurant or not, 

Mr. Nities. I think we stopped at another 

the restaurant. I am not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now do vou recall what 1 

t the restaurant ?¢ Other witnesses 


\MIr. Ninues. That sounds good. Thave1 

\I Mi Dermorr. Some time aroul d ys 

\In NILLES. It coul | have been e arlier. 

Mr. Me —— rr. Now IT assume that 
lot available for that purpose 
ee n.isthat meht ? 
innEes. That is rieht. ves sir. 

Derawootr. Now what 
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Mr. McDermorr. Six or eight, five or siv. That is in addition t 
the employees of the premises / 

Mr. Nuuves. I would not be able to differentiate between them. Ye- 
Well, let’ S Say five or SIx people sitting down e ating. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Is there a counter in this restaurant ? 

Mr. Ninies. I don’t remember what it was like. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do-you recall whether there were booths / 

Mr. Ninues. Yes. We were sitting in a booth, in a large kind of 
circular booth. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when you walked into the restaurant d 
the four of you go immediately to this booth and sit down ? 

Mr. Ninxers. I think so, yes. 

Mr. McDrermorr. And it was your intention when you went in ther 
to prepare this and have signed this statement at that time, is tha 
right ? 

Mr. Niuies. No. Our intention when we went in there was to 
something to eat. We may also have had in mind—I don’t remembe 
exactly when we decided to get this accounting statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. You recall it having been discussed prior to th 
time / 

Mr. Ninies. No. I don’t recall when it was discussed. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now did you indicate that when you went 
the restaurant, the four of you went to this circular booth and sat 
down together / Is that corerct ? 

Mr. Nitues. I believe so. It is possible, I vaguely nae T migh 
have been deterred just a little bit. I was back in just a couple ot 
minutes. 

TT) e poln tis I do not remember if I left the table a few minutes afte 
we sat down or if 1 just went some place else before we sat down. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now an employee of the restaurant came over a) 
took your order, is that correct 

Mr. Nitues. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then would you describe for us the eireun 
stances, the preparation or taking of this statement by Mr. Surn 
from Mr. Fedder 

Mr. Ninues. No particular circumstances. They just got togethe: 
I mean Don would write and Mr. Fedder would tell him who owed w! 
what and various details. 

Mr. McDr rmMotrr. Were you present when Mr. Surine took the pup 
out of his pocket and Sti arted to write? 

Mr. Ninies. I believe I was. I am not sure. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether there was any prelimina 
discussion as to whether Surine suggested, “I am now going to prepa 
such a statement,” or did he just start to write or how was tha 
handled ? 

Mr. Nities. It was not very formal. I mean it had been discusse 
a little bit. I do not remember him specifically taking the paper o 
of his pocket. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now were you present during all of the time th 


he portion of the statement pre pared at Orey’ s Restaurant was ce ‘ 


{ 


pre pared / ‘ Tn other words. were you sitting in the booth continuous 
during the time that Surine wrote out this statement ? 
Mr. Nities. I just could not say. I may have left the table fon 


couple of minutes, 
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Mr. McDermorr. And your contention was that they discussed it 
k and forth between them ? 
Mr. Nittes. Oh, very definitely. 
Mr. McDermorr. And as they discussed it Mr. Surine wrote, is that 
rrect ¢ 
Mr. Ninxies. That is right. 
Vir. Mc DrerRMOT?. And do you recall Ser ing Mr. Fedder s! 
ve of that statement in the restaurant / 
Mi. Nitues. Yes, I think he did. I mean I am very foggy o1 

ow that when we rol back to the post otlice, Mr. Moore and J] 


- some more thin 


rn the first 


vs 1n and he sioned the second page there I think. 
He lay have signed them both at the post othice and poss}: 
ned the first one atl the restaurant. I am not too clear on it. but 


presence When we got back, Don asked him, “Now Bill. vou 
vledge this is your signature for the boys, won't you?” — 
Mr. McDermorr. This was latter on down at the post office / 
\ir. Ninuwes. That is right. That was the second part of it I 
ure but I think I was sitting right there when he signed t} 


Mr. McDermeorr. Now when you were in Orey’s Restaurant did v 
nt any stamps there or did you have any stamps on the table w 
Mr. Ninues. Yes, we had stamps all over. I don’t remember if 

sunted them or not. 

Mir. Me 1} rMorr. But you had the stamp with you on the table ¢ 
Mr. Ninues. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And they were there? 

Mr. Ninies. We were a little surprised, I might add, that he ea 
rf His house with such al large bateh of stamps. We ‘ould hot 
re out whiat they were don o there it they were supposed to | 
iddressed that meht. 

Mr. McDermorr. How many stamps did vou understand 

\Iv. NILLEs. Fifty thousand. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who told you that ? 

Nii Nu LES. The people here, | don’t know spe fiea ly Who, 

Mir. McDermorr. That would be in Senator MeCarthy’s offi 

Mr. Ninues. Or Don or Ewell or anybody. : 

Mr. MeDermorr. Do you recall approximately how long yo 


} 
I 


restaurant ¢ 
Viv. Ninnes. T would say about 30 minutes. 
Vir. McDermorr. Now during that time was there any furt! 
sion or was there uni discussion with reference to the ret 
» Butler letter of guaranty ¢ 
Mr. Ninues. I don’t think so, no. 


Me. MceDermorr. Do vou know as a fact whether it was or was not 
oa] 4 

Mi. Ninues. No, 1 would not say fact that it 
ed 


Mr. MceDermorr. Do you reeall whether Mr. Surine ever asl 
edder to return the Butler letter which wa 

conversation 4 

Mr. Ninies. T don’t know specifically if he asked him to ret 

ver. IT think once it was mentioned that in vie of the { 


i the campali@n money, he certainly would 








letter any more and Fedder said something, “Well, my lawyer’s got 
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reasons, but it was of no importance ‘that evening. This whole thing 
was of no importance that evening, which is why I just can’t remeni- 
ber. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is correct, this whole thing was of no in- 
portance, but the fact is the three of you were all together all nigh: 
with Mr. Fedder, were you not ? 

Mr. Nittes. We were contacted to be together. The general ides 
was that he would take us around to the houses to pick up the stamp» 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Three grown men to pick up finished post card 
and unused stamps? 

Mr. Ninues. What difference does it make 4 

Mr. McDermorr. It may make considerable difference. 

Mr. Nities. I don’t think it does. 

Senator Hennincs. Do I understand you suggest this entire eve 
ning’s work upon this project and the various subsidiary projects to 
it were of absolutely no importance in your judgment at the time? 

Mr. Niuurs. Not as material for an investigation. I mean it was 
important because we wanted to get an election. 

Senator Hennings. Won't you leave to us the matter of material 
for the investigation and answer my question as to whether you 
thought at the time the various things upon which you were engaged 

that evening were of any importance or of no importance ? 

Mr. Ninurs. Oh, yes, sir; I think they were of great importance if 
we had accomplished them. They would have been. In other words, 
it was just another cog in the wheel of getting the election won. 

Senator Hennines. Would you be good enough to tell us what you 
meant by your use of the expression “of no importance” é 

Mr. Nities. Well, yes: I will. It was of no importance, the letter 
business was of no importance to us at that time because it was just 
something that we never heard about, and suddenly it has become of 
vreat Importance, and the letter is now alleged to have been the caus 
for our going over there, and we had never even heard of it. 

Senator Hennines. Well now, sir, if you will be good enough 
permit the committee to determine what has been alleged and what 
has not—— 

Mr. Nites. Iam sorry you took that impression, 

Senator HENNINGs. ae are here to conduct an inquiry, as you know. 

Mr. Nitues. Yes, si 

Senator inn Do T understand then that you believe that the 
entire course of your various activities that night was of some impor- 
tance but that the letter which has been referred to, the letter given 
by Senator Butler to Mr. Fedder, was not of importance? Ts that 
the distinction that you wish to make? 

Mr. Niuues. Yes, sir. They were in no way related. We went over 
there todoa job. The letter came up incidentally. 

Senator Henntncs. Mr. Nilles. T am not trying to confuse you. 1 
just wanted to know what vou mean when vou said certain things were 
of no importance. Do you mean the letter or do you mean your 
activities that evening? , 


it,” or something of that order. 

It was of no importance during that evening, and that is the point 

Tam trying to make. It has been of great importance e lately for other | 
' 
} 

Mr. Ninves. The letter was of no importance. | 


\] 


) 
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senator HENNINGS. The letter ¢ 


\ir. Ninues. Yes, sir. 


Senator Hennings. But vou do not undertake to say that the 
v’s expedition with the various corollary things that you die 


e course of that eveninge’s work were of no importance / 


Mr. Nutues. I felt they were greatly important. 
Senator HENNINGs. Part of the Calpalg activities 
Mir. Nruues. Yes, sir. 


Senator Hennines. Vhank vou. 





Sh. 


Mr. McDrermorr. Now, Mr. Nilles, the letter is of No importa 


you did neal Mir. Surine suggest to NIv. Keddet t | rine vive il 


Mr. Ninues. Yes: that was generally the conversatio 
member any specific conve! ation about. it. 


Mr. McDermorr. Now afte you left Orev’s Resta int. 


1 vo 


Mr. Ninues. ‘To the post office. 
Mr. McDermorr. And how many cards, how many addre 
| you picked up during the course of this ride ? 
Mr. Niuues. I could not tell vou. There is a total over-al 
it sticks in my mind something like 11.000 that I think w 
“lder for | don’t know how many we } cked por how 1 
1d counted. 
Ve. McDermorr. Do you remember wl ou got to 
oe 2 
Mr. Ninwes. We had 5.000, so we t have picked up a 
ohly. 
Nin “Mi Dermorr. Whe vou got te e post offies 
[oore took those cards in to mail them, did yo 
Mr. Nrutes. That is richt: ves, sir. , 
Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall how many you carried in? 


Mr. Ninues. I think it was about six. I ar 

Mir. McDermorr. About 6,000 / 

Mr. Nirves. That is right. 

Mr. McDerarorr. And where did vou mail the irds ? 
Mr. Niuwes. If I remember correctly, right bacl 


Mr. MceDrruroorr. At the b 
\] Niuues. IT believe that is1 
Mir. MceDrerue 
1h foal at that window or cdi ) { 
window 
\ir. Nitues. I don’t recall I know at one nt a com 
»- down to haul them away Now nt recall whet! 


’ 
. delivery or not 


Mr. MceDermorr. That would bi thi terior } 
e where the men were work 
Mr. Ninurs Yes; that is right. 
Mr. McDermorr. But vou do not recall specifi 
ned this lot of post eards at 6 m. i ae ea 
he post office personnel ? 


\hi NILLES. No: I don't. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now while you and Mr. Moore took these card 
into the post office, did Mr. Fedder and Mr. Surine remain outside j; 
Surine’s car? 

Mr. Nituxrs. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when you and Mr. Moore came out, what 
transpired ? 

Mr. Nutes. I believe that is the time that Don said, “Bill, will yo 
acknowledge this signature for the boys,” and he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now at that time when you returned from the 
post. office, was there any suggestion in the actions or attitude of 
either Mr. Surine or Mr. Fedder that there had been any argument 
between them ? 

Mr. Nities. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. McDermorr. Not in the slightest. They were perfect!) 
friendly towards each other, is that right ? 

Mr. Nities. They were absolutely friendly. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see, and Don suggested, “Now, Bill, will you 
acknowledge that this is your signature.” and what did Mr. Fedde: 
say ? 

Mr. Nitues. He said yes it was. 

Mr. McDermorr. He said it was. And then did you sign thi 
statement, a photocopy of which has been introduced into the record 
of this subcommittee and identified as exhibit No, 22 

Mr. Nines. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And is that your signature appearing as th: 
third witness? 

Mr. Niuues. It is. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you signed that in front of the post offic: 
on the early morning of November 6, is that right ? 

Mr. Nitues. I believe that is where we signed it. We may hav 
signed it back in the restaurant. T just can’t tell you. 

Mr. McDermorr. You cannot remember where you signed it 
Was that the conclusion Saas of the evening's activities, or what. h: ap 
pened from there on ? 

Mr. Nitues. That was it. Mr. Fedder left with his statement that 
he and his whole family were going to vote for Senator Butler, and 
it was really very congenial. 

Mr. McDermorr. Very congenial party? 

Mr. Niives. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And everybody shook hands around, did they’ 

Mr. Nrutes. Absolutely. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then you left, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Nitzies. That is right. He was quite relieved, T might add 
We told him we were not interested in his attempt at fraud. We 
were just interested in getting an election won and we were not going 
to do anything about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you were edified, were you, that a mar 
would admit that he lied and cheated and defrauded these peop! 
und had given you a signed statement to that effect ? 

Mr. Nitzes. He did not give us a signed statement to that. effect. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, he gave you a signed statement to the effect 
that he had been guilty of some misdeeds and that no further mone) 
Was owing to him, did he not ? 
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Mr. Nitues. I would not say misdeeds. He gave us an accounting 
tatement’of who owed who what. I have not read that thing since 
t was written. 

Mr. McDerermorr. It suggests in the statement that “with this ac 
on” referring to the return of 39,000 stamps, and I suppose thie 
ening of this statement “I consider the postcard arrangement which 
| made with Miss Jean Kerr and Mr. Ray Kiermas and Don Surine 
ettled and a closed item.” Was that your understanding of it / 

\iv. Nunues. Yes, but that does not sound like a misdeed. 

\Lr. Me Di RMOTT, No: that is correct, but the misdeeds had been dis- 
issed back and forth where he admitted to you he had led when he 
iid he mailed cards ¢ 

Mor. Natues. That is right. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Do you recall what time it was when you left 
baltimore ¢ 
Mr. Nities. No; I could not. Quite late, probably 5:30, 6 o'clock. 
Mr. McDermorr. And what time you arrived back in Washington 4 
Mr. Niuues. It must have been about an hour later. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you rode up with Ewell Moore; is that right ? 
\ir. Ninues. No. I drove Don’s car back. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, but you went up with 

Mir. Ninues. Yes, I drove to Baltimore with Ewell Moore. 

Mr. McDermorr. And coming back you drove Mr. Surine’s car 
wk ¢ 

Mir. Ninues. Yes. Don had been working about 24 hours in a row 
i hie ley t while we cdlrove back. Ile was qu te tirect, 

Mr. Mcivermorr. Were vou pretty tired at that time, too ? 

Mir. Ninues. Yes, indeed. 

Mir. McDermorr. It had been a long night. 

I believe that is all at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Beeker. Mr. Nilles, when you talked on the telephone to a 
oman that you belleve was Mrs. Fedder, were you abusive in any 
inner ¢ 

Mr. Ninnes. Not in any way. I had never met the lady, did not 

e any idea. It was inconceivable that I could have been abusive. 
Mr. Bc KER. Did you create any situation on the telephone which 
ould cause her to be hysterical ¢ 
Mr. Niuues. [ just cant imagine anything like that. 

Mr. Becker. When you met Mr. Fedder for the first time, did |] 


» 
‘ i 


i 


y anything to you or any words in your presence complaining of 
he abuse that you or Ewell Moore or anyone else Lier have @Q1veh 
» Mrs. Fedder on the telephone ¢ 

Mir. Nitues. Not a bit. 

Mr. Beeker. Did Mr. Fedder ever make any such complaint to 

hat any time while you were present and he was present / 

Mr. Nitues. Not a bit. 

Mr. Becker. During the entire evening did anyone in your presence, 
\In. Moore or Mr. Surine lav a hand on Mr. Fedder / 

Mr. Nitues. No, sir. Mr. Fedder was never touched, never threat 
ed and all statements to the etfect that he was are Hes. 

Mr. Br KER. Mr. Nilles,. Mr Kedder said that Mr. Siurine reached 
it and jerked him by the back of the coat. Did vou ever see any st eh 
neident take place? 
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Mr. Niturs. I did not. 

Mr. Becker. Did Mr. Fedder at any time say he was getting sick 
or tired and wanted to go home? 

Mr. Nities. He never did. 

Mr. Becker. Was Mr. Fedder cooperative in going to these various 
homes and getting cards and going to the restaurant to eat 4 

Mr. Nu LES. He Was niost cooperative. 

Mr. Bre KER, Did you ever heat a statement made by Don Surime lo 
Mr. Fedder that he would put him through a MeCarthy nvesti@atior 
do you recall ? 

Mr. Nitzes. I did not. 

Mr. Bre KER, Ag d that Mr. surine brager al about being eood at th it 
sort of thing? 

Mr. Nitzirs. No. 

Mr. Beexer. Any such conversation / 

Mr. Nitues. No, no such conversation. 

Mr. Beexer. To your knowledge in vour presence did it take place 

Mr. Nu LES. ] heard ho stu hy Conversation. 

Mr. Becker. Tell me when Mr. Fedder admitted that he hed about 

nding out a batch of posteards, to the best of vour recollection, what 


, 


was the way he told you, or what vou heard 

Mr. Niuzes. It was. “Well, I did not do it, I was just kidding,” or 
ething to that effect. I don t Sper ifically remember the conversa 
on, but he was pretty cha hout it. He wasa lttle embarrassed. 
Mir. Becker. By the way. during one of the visits from one home to 

other, do Vo “recall having another passenger, a woman / 
Mr. NILLES Ye Ss. Deed, A VOUNSD ( olored lacly 1hk O1 eof the houses 
| she joined us and 


ain subcontracted some of these things and 
. . : ’ 
feitherto one or two. l qdont remember. She went some place e Se 
} 


l ned il 


we drove her back. 
Mr. Beener. About how long would you say approximately was 


, : 1 } 
eft her home to the time vou returned 


Mh Nites. It Ol tL have be ibout a half aa Hour, mavbe ou 
Mir. Becker. Was there any conversation at all while she Was i] the 


Nii N LLES, Well, lust ge) eral conversatio1 ‘ | remember her be- 
<P Ste Wis eXCcCeed nely HeANSANE Ana had il very cultured voice and 
very nice appearance. 


Mr. Becker. When you say she had a cultured voice, she was doing 


1} 
/ 
ryé 
c y 


Mr. Nitirs. Well,sure. We were all talking. 
Mr. Becker. What was the tenon of the voices? Was it wel 
ed or high pitched? 
Mir. NILEs. Very pleasa 
Mr. Becker. Mr. Fed 


Lhe cal Wa | am read he from pages + 9] of the testimony “there 


1 
} ri 


1 





1 


ler stated that while Mrs. Edwards was 


s absolutely no conversation during this trip.” 

Mr. Nirues. That is not true. 

Mr. Becker. Did vou sit next to Mr. Fedder at any time in the ear 
Mr. Nittes. I think I did. We switched all around all the tim 
Mor. Dr KER, \t cl \ time mM the fe hours that vou Saw him. did 


( bppe to be f} ohtened o1 sick o1 l hy similar condition ? 


i 


; 
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Mr. NILLES. Not to ni knowledge: ho. He appeared a little em 
barrassed from time to time about having led or tried to steal. We 
kept telling him we were just not interested in that sort of thing. We 

t wanted to get the cards out, and that is all. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Nilles, do vou recall an incident when vou arrived 

Nii ledder’s home that he begved to vo ih the houtlse atone 

Mr. Ninurs. No. 

Viv. BECKER, Was there any uch mchnatro On t bosun't ! VO! 

ection f 
Mr. Nitues. Not a bit. 
Nii Becker. And how long would VOU say Ni Fedder wa 


ome ¢ 

Mr. Nines. I think about 5 or 10 minutes. 

Mr. Bre KER, And (urine that period hye Wis tl the hou e, Vt l 
Don Surime and Ewell Moore were downstaurs in the car. as TP unde 


tand it. outside / 


Mr. Ninues. We were in the car or mavbe standing outside 


Nin BK KER Ana I there was al vih her wre oe, Was Nha 1 Lacie 
vey long enoug! from the three of vou to fave staved } 


make any cal of any kind ¢ 


Mr. Ninites. He could bave staved there. and le ould have calle: 
pol ce if he Wis Worl ed wmoout aliyui UY | CnuHnnot underst 
vhy he would not have. 
Mr. Becker. Do you remember when you went into Orey’s Rest 
evel though VO iO NOt KHOW AY I imber Ol people that Wwe 
ere I am not nterested im the hunibel s there any questio1 ab l 


fact that the pp! ice Was not deserted / 

Mr. Nities. Oh. it definitely was not deserte 

Mv. Becker. Mr. Fedde1 said on page vzZ O} h S testimony: a he 
lace was deserted inside and out.” Would vou say that that place, 
Orey’s Restaurant, was deserted inside and out 2 

Mr. Niuurs. It was definitely not deserted 
vere other cars outside. 

Mr. Becker. And you are satisfied beyond question about the nu 

r. that the place wats not cleserted ?¢ 

Mr. Nittes. Definitely. 

Mr. Becker. Do you recall at any time either while the Fed 

itement was being prepared o1 afterward that Don Surine 


esence—and I am only referring to conversations that may have 

en in your presence and to your knowledge—said, “I am eoing to 
Mr. Butler about this.” and then he said, "We sweat blood getting 
h Ss money together.” reading from page 95 of the reeord Do 


ll anv such conversation taking place in your presel ce é 


Mr. Nintes. Who was supposed to 
Mr. Becker. Don Surine to Mr. Fedder. 
Mr. Ninues. No, no. 

Mir. Becker. You worked i previous campaigns, Mr. N 

Mr. Nitxks. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you worked for the national committee in I thir 
f 1946 campaign ? 

Mr. Nitirs. 1946, that is right. 

Mr. Becker. The 1948 campaign ? 

Mr. Nities. Yes, sir 


have ili ft if 
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Mr. Brecker. And you know something about politics and cam- 
paigns ¢ 

Mr. Niuugs. A little bit. I know it is hard work. 

Mr. Becker. And when you volunteered your services to the en 
lican National Committee and then went on this card project, you 
only purpose, as I understand it, was to be of assistance in this card 
project; is that right? 

Mr. Nitzes. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And was that the purpose and objective in going tO 
Baltimore / 

Mr. Nitues. Absolutely. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever have any other purpose or hear of any 
other purpose other than picking up these post cards during the eve 
ning and having them mailed? 

Mr. Nitxes. I have heard that our purpose was to pick up 
letter. 

Mr. Becker. Well, I know, but I am talking about at that particu 
lar time, not what you have heard about it since. 

Mr. Nitues. No. Just go up there, go around different houses and 
pick up the post cards and count them and mail them. 

Mr. Becker. Had you ever met Senator Butler at that time or dur 
ing the course of the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Nitxzes. I have still not met Senator Butler. 

Mr. Becker. When was the first time, Mr. Nilles, that you heard 
about the ineident which took place on November 6 to have bee) 
dramatically described as a midnight ride, in which Chicago gangster: 
took part and kidnaped Mr. Fedde and coerced han and held 
against his will. When was the first time vou heard of that deserip 
tion of this incident ? 

Mr. Ninves. I think it was the Sunday before Christmas I wa 
driving down to Charlottesville to spend Christmas with friend 
mad I heard it on Drew Pearson’s program on the ear radio. 

Mr. Becker. And since that time you have seen such deseript 
matters in the press and heard about Mr. Fedder’s testimony / 

Mr. Nities. I heard most of his testimony. 

Mr. Becker. You were present ‘ 

Mr. Ninues. Yes: I was. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever belong or have you been a part of a 
so-called Chicago gang, Mr. Nilles? 

Mr. Ninies. Not since I was about seven. 

Mr. Brewer. Tell me, Mr. Nilles, just a little bit of your ba 
ground, your family background. How old are you $ 

Mr. Ninzes. Iam 33. 

I was born and raised in Wilmette, Ill. At the age of 17 I ra 
ott and joined the Navy. | came (CO Washington. finished high schoc 
at ight here. went to George town University, enlisted as an aviati 
‘adet, flew 59 missions in Sicily, Italy, India, and Burma; got out 
worked as a volunteer worker for the Republican National Con 
mittee: became employed by the Rules Committee when we Wo 
that election. Became unemployed when we lost the next one. We 
to work selling real estate, doing various things around Washineto 
Mr. Becker. And then you fortunately got married last Saturd:ay 
Mir. Nitves. I vot marr ied last Saturday. 


Mr. Becker. A real short honeymoon. 


} 
I 
} 
i 
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Mr. Nruues. I had a little explaining to do. My mother-1 law 
rived in town one day and I had a picture in the paper the next 
dayasa gangster. 

Mr. BECKER. And you could not Yory ¥ | see yourself 3 That 

eture at least to your mother-in-law ¢ 

Mr. Niuues. No, no. 

Mr. Becker. Did you have any hard job explan 

Mir. Nitxes. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Nilles, you reside now in Virg 

Mr. Nittes. No, no; 2800 Woodley Road. 

Mr. Becker. In the District of Columbia / 

Mir. Nites. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And you are presently employed as a istant, 
idministrative assistant of Senator Martin, of Pennsylvania é 

Mr. Nintxies. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Who did you speak to about this matter after you 
earned of the fact that you were a participant in a so-called alleged 
dnapmg ¢ 
Mir. Nities. Almost « verybods l talked to from that time on. 
ere all quite interested, 

Mr. Broker. And did vou talk to Mr. Moore or Mr. Don Si 
tbout this matter at any time? 

Mr. Niuurs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Were vou ever interviewed by any member 
f the subcommittee to take a statement from vou as to the fact 


Mir. Nites. No, sir: never. 

Mir. Becker. Did anvone obtain a statement of facts from you ? 
Mir. Nines. No, sir. , 
Mr. Brecker. Other than the fact that vou ea 


‘ 


terday to fll «| Olt if you were Gol? Lo testify, 


K 


versations of at \ kind as to the statement or | 

itement vou were to vive to this committee ¢ 

Mr. Nites. Not a word. 

Mr. Beexer. And would you say, Mr. Nilles, 

ntal reservation of ar Vy kind, the story told by . kedder al { 
sm dnight ride wherein Mr. Kedder Wis kidnaped and held iWalnst 
will and coerced was a true tact ? 

Mr. Niuues. It isnot true. The whole thing is fantastic. If it were 
e, L think he should have called the pol ee when he was in 
Qe, He should have called them the next morning, Why wait 

month ¢ ; 

Mr. Becker. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Nilles, how long was Mr. Fedder in 


/ 


use when you arrived at his house ¢ 
Mir. Nitues. I think about 5 or 10 minutes, Senator. 

senator Ly NDRICKSON, Lot a enough to use the tel phone | suppose 
Mir. Ninues. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. There is one thing I want to get ¢ 


nd, because apparently Senator Hennings and | did not understat d 


/ 


lear in my) 


n the same vein. In the use of the word “importance.” you said 


[ reeall vour testimony that th time you di 


is at all important. It had onl. mportant 
\] NILLES Lhe letter, ire |] { é 
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Senator Henprickson. The whole incident, and as I understood 
your response in the beginning—you cleared it up later to some extent 
but as I understood your response in the beginning—you were trying 
to convey to this committee the fact that this whole thing never see ‘med 
so important to you that you ought to make extensive mental notes. 

Mr. Nixes. That is detinitely miv pression. 

Senator Hrenprickson. That is what you were trying to tell us, was 

not ¢ 

Mr. Nines. Yes, sir 

Senator Henpri KSON,. And how in the light of the charges that 
have been made, it does seem important that you should have made 
even written notes on the whole thing / 

Mr. Nitues. Well, definitely. 

Senator Henprickson. Did I understand you then in the first place 

Mr. Niuies. Yes, sir; definitely. 

Senator HeNDRI KSON, I have ho other quest ions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Nilles, how long did you say you were with the 
Senate a Committee ¢ 

Mr. Nittes. Two years, throughout the entire Eightieth Congress. 
There - was one thing though. Mr. Bettinghouse, Senator Brook's 
administrative assistant, died after about a vear. and [T worked par 

tially out of his office and partially for the Rules ( ‘ommittee. LT alter 
nated back and forth a little bit, but I was always officially the assist 
ant clerk to the Senate Rules Committee. 

Senator Smirg. And what was the nature of your work there with 
the committee ? 

Mr. Nites. We conducted several election contests 

senator Smirn. You were with the Subcommittee on Privileges and 
Elections? 

Mr. NILLES. No: it was a part of our committee, It is a part of 
this committee. and we had two recounts, one in Marvland and one 

West Virginia. and the Rules Committee, of course, also has the 
functi m : more or less being the housekeeper of the Senate. We 
have all the mone Vy, we have control ot the contingent fund, we had 
control of the contingent fund of the Senate. All legislation re 
quiring money Tor 1 hese committees had to come through us and jus 
various functions. 

Senator Smirnu. You were not an investigator / 


Mr. Niuies. No. ma’am. I was the assistant clerk officially, Wi 


h red investigators who were set apart where the room is righ f how 
We got an extra room and the Subcommittee on Priv that and Ele 


tions is down there. 

Senator Smiru. Was the postal card project vour only contact wit! 
or the participation with the Butler for Senate campaign / 

Mr. Nities. Absolutely. That is all. 

Senator Smiri. Thank vou. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Nilles, you in the course of your examina- 
tion by Mr. McDermott said that vou realized vou had the goods on 
him. 

Mr. Niuurs. I said that? 


Senator Hennines. Did you not ? 
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Mr. Nitves. | realized we had the woods ? 

Senator Henninos. Did you not say something about he realized 
vou had the goods on him ? 
~~ Mr. Niuues. If so, I don’t recognize it. 

Senator Hennrnos. Did I misapprehend your answer? 

Mr. Niuues. I don’t recognize it out of context. 

Senator Hennineas. Did you not say something about, at a certain 
point during your conversations with Mr. Fedder, that he admitted 
that he had lied and stolen and that he saw that vou had the goods 


’ 


im’ Am ] completely wron 


Mr. Niuues. No. Possibly, I think perhaps I 
sounds unfortunate 
senator Hi NNINGS., Well, | do not mean to qu bble W th Vou 


() 


yr about that 7 


« 
} 


matters of expression. Lam trying to get what the context of 
Mr. Nitirs. Possibly T did. 
Senator Hennines. Did you say it or did von not ? 
Mr. Niuues. Yes. I think I would have said wl 
had the woods On) him he very agreeably rdmitte 
You startled he for a SeCOl] d there. 
Senator Henntnas. Why did it startle vou, sir? 
Mr. Nites. | did not think that I had said 
I believe now that IT did. but not with that 
Senator Hennines. You did not recall havin: 
Mr. Nicves. I recall it now: ves 
Senator Hennines. You do now recall havi 
Mr. Niuves. But not with th: nflection 
Senator Hennines. Well. 
would you now say tt 
Mr. Nines. Sure. 
goods, or in other 
he admitted it 
Senator HENNINGS. 
whe he knew that Vou 
then admitted It ¢ 
Mr. Niturs. That 
it is what took 
Senator Hennines. Now. was there any 


ere ot rather pointed sHoe0estions by vou “| 


] 
yesrece 


here had been any misappropriation of these 
Mr. Nruues. No, sir: not a word, 
Senator Hennines. It was alla very nice we 
Fauntleroy discussion? You gentlemen suggested 
thing might have gone wrong and he suggested that Poss e had 
led and cheated vou 1n just a nice, soft, gentlemanly sort of Way. Was 


i this conducted just that way! You ive been 11 the N Lv} 4 
Afr. Nrrurs. I have been in the Air Force, too. 
Senator Henninas. Some others of us her 

he Navy talk around here and there 
Mor. Ninnes. That was when I was 
Senator Henninas. Navy express 
Mi. NILLEs. I do not think so. 
Senator Henprickson. You were 


ot ? 


} 
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Mr. Nities. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Maybe the Air Corps cured naval habits. 

Senator Hennrnes. And Mr. Surine had been with the FBI. Mr. 
Moore, I believe, was in some branch of the service, was he not? 

Mr. Ninues. Yes, sir. He was with the Graves Registration Unit. 

Senator Hennincs. Without going over a lot of this detail with 
you—it has already been gone into rather extensively—the thing that 
is very hard for some of us, at least for me, to quite swallow is that 
you gentlemen approached the situation at this stage of the campaign 
where you found that a man had been lying and stealing and cheat 
ing and a self-admitted fraud, and that the three of you gentlemen 
who seem to me to be rather rugged normal men wouk 1 stand by and 
speak softly to him and indicate that you were not in the least put 
out with any of this, and it was just something that was unfortunate 
but that you did not want to cause him any undue trouble and that 
you wanted him to write it out so that if there were any business 
misunderstandings about it you would have a record, but that at no 
time during the course of this rather what seems to me to be an ex- 
haustive evening, did he complain that he was tired or put upon or 
there had been any pressure of any kind relating to any of these 
episodes. Now don’t you think that is a little unusual? 

Mr. Niuies. No, sir, I don’t. What else could we have done? 

Senator Hennings. I do not know. I know what some of us might 
have done. We would not have been quite as restrained perhaps. 
I do not mean by way of offering physical violence but you occasion- 
ally do give free e xpression of what you think of peop le. partic ul: rly 
when they say they have lied and cheated and stolen from you. 

There is such a thing as righteous indignation and jus stifiable reac- 
tion to circumstances of that kind, but you gentlemen did not express 
or indicate any sueh—— 

Mr. Nitirs. The general expression was “Well, Bill, vou have done 
wrong. Let’s pick up our marbles and go home. Let us go get the 
ecards.” We were not in love with him, but we certainly did not 
threaten him or lay a hand on him. When we got through here, the 
whole tenor of the whole thing was very casual, very pleasant. 

I even got to like the little fellow. He was a funny little fellow. 

Senator HeENNINGs. You got to like him in spite of all that had 
been going on that evening? 

Mr. Nites. What good does it do? 

Senator Hi NNINGS. He seemed to be a pretty eood fellow after al 
did he/ 

Mr. NILL 5. No. Just likeable. He was not necessarily eood. 
Senator Hennines. I believe you used the phrase that it was in 
concel\ ib le that you could have heen abusive to him in any way, or to 

Mrs. Fedder. 

Mr. Nites. Well, absolutely. I don’t just pick up a phone and talk 
to a strange lady and scream and shout and holler as I believe I am 
supposed to have done. All I was interested in finding out from her 
is Where is Mr. Fedder, “Will vou please have him call us?” 

Senator Hennines. And that is all vou did in that connection ? 

Mr. Nitues. That is it. , 

Senator Hennines. Did Mr. Fedder ever tell vou he was tired / 

Mr. Ninues. He may have. I know T was tired. 

Senator Henninos. He mav have / 
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Mr. Niuies. I don’t recall it. In other words, he did not say it with 
ich alarm that it registered. 

Senator Hennings. I believe that is all. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Nilles, when you talked to Mrs. Fedder, 
vere you the first one to eall 7 

Mr. Nruves. I don’t think so, Senator. I think Mr. Moore called 
ind found that he was not home and we had not made any particulan 
jan and we talked it over and decided well, there is nothing else to do, 
et’s wait here. It is warm and comfortable. 

If | remember correctly, it wasa little cold out that nieht so I called 
el back and asked her if she would please have him call us In the 
bby of the hotel. 

senator \IONRONI Re Had Mi Moore previously left word fo. 
o call / 

Mr. NILLEs. No. That was the point. He had not made any def 
te contact arrangement. which is why I had to eall back. 
senator Monront y. He did not leave word wher you were or fi 


/ 


»>gvet vou 

Mr. Ninues. No: I don't believe he did. T think I made thia 
rrangement. 

Senator Monroney. That occurred when you called / 

Mr. Ninirs. I think so: ves. . 
Senator Monroney. How long after the first ca 
second eall ? 

Mir. Niuxues. Possibly about 5 minutes. 

senator Monroney. About 5 minutes after he had called / 


lcd you make the 


Mir. Natures. Senator. again 1 don't like to say this. but Ia 
iin 
senator Monron} fic the hest of vour ki ow ledge. It s Jlist 


pproximation, 
Mr. Niuies. Sure, but IT am not using that as a dodge. As I said 


hefore, the whole thing was really boring. I wa sleepy and tired 
Phe whole thing was bon hg and very little of 11 reg tered with ar 


particular importance. 
Senator Monroney. Didn't you say if was important or anvi 
ke that that Mr. Fedder call immediately when he comes in / 
Mr. Nuvves. I don’t recall any such language. Tmav have. 
senalol VIONRONFY. | was just wonder he You wer ALIX 


omplete your mission and go home, 
Mr. Niuirs. Absolutely. 


Senator Monroney. And if vou were leay 


i a telephone number to 

I, you probably would have sid It was u } 
you not, to be sure that he did not go to hed and sav. “Well, Iw I] 
ill the next morning” / 

Mr. Ninies. Let’s put it this way. If T was calling right now 7 
ertainly believe T would. T would say it was very urgent that Mr, 
edder call, we have vot to get this job done before morning. 

Senator Monroney. In other words. it was pretty Important to vou 
hat the eall he nnmediately returned whe he came rn. and Vo 
onversation undoubtedly reflected the urgene\ of the time 

Mr. Ninues. Yes, indeed. ; 

Senator Monroney. I mean not without reason. 

Mr. Nitues. I almost undoubtedly did, but not in anv alan 


\ | menn it would have heer done just the Wiy | have yust vlad 
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Senator Monroney. But you could have attached inportance to 
him calling you pretty quickly when he came in. I mean that would 
be the normal thing to do. 

Mr. Nities. Very definitely. 

Senator Monroney. Which could be disturbing to somebody that 
did not know what this was all about. I am not asking vou to com 
ment on that. 

Mr. Nizies. At that hour I suppose it could have been, but they 
vould have to have been awfully easily disturbed. 

Senator Monronry. And how soon after that did Mr. Fedde 
return your call ¢ 

Mr. Niuues. I believe about 20 or 30 minutes. 

Senator Monroney. He had just come in. At that time he did 
not say anything—I mean he had just come in that night ¢ 

Mr. Ninies. I looked at the door when you said that. 

Senator Monront i. He had just Come rt ana said he had just wl 

ved and was returning vour call? 

Mr. Ninues. Yessir. Well. 1 believe he had just come in. He called 
usin about 20 or 30 minutes. 

senator MONRONI 7 He Si id he would he riot down then ? 

Mr. Ninves. That is right; ves, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Over the telephone did he say anything at all 

any wav that would indicate that he had mailed twenty or thirty 
thousand cards? 

Mr. Ninzies. No, sir. ° 

Senator Monroney. You were a little uncertain as to whether he 
ind told vou or whether he waited until Mr. Surine came before hi 


} 


tol 


Mr. NILLES. That Is reht. He lid tel] us over the phone 
he stated in his testimony. 

Senator MoONRONEY. And when he came down, it was about how long 
ifter you met him there in the post oflice before Mr. Surine arrived. 
approximately ¢ 

Mr. Ninues. Fifteen or twer tv minutes, maybe longer, 


Senator Monronry. And vou are not sure whether he told yo 
el) whether he Wh viled twentv or thirty thousand eards or whethe 
was after Mr. Surine arrived that he told vou? 

Mr. Ninnes. No. sir. IT believe it was after Mr. Surine arrived 

Senator Monroney. You are rather certain that it was after Mh) 
Surine arrived ? 

Mr. Ninzes. Fairly certain, but again I could be wrong about any 
‘the time sequences throughout the whole evening. , 
Senator Monroney. From that time then after Mr. Surine wa 
informed of the story ot having mailed twenty or thirty thousat d 
eards, Mr. Surine left vou, did he then, to go check up at the post tl 
window f 

Mr. Niuurs. AsT said before, we all were milling back and forth and 

t ecifhi ally say that I saw him deliberately leave the Croup, 
\] man. I did not hear the conversation and ther 
say that. but as the thi hack, that was 

which made Mr. Fedder a | 


ot 


FY comes 
tt 


le uncomfortable there 
Senator Monroney. That was the time that vou realized perhay 


] 22S a 1 . 
mat Vou did lave a check upon t] e Tact that thy ze twenty or +} int 
ind ecards were not mailed ? 
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Mr. Nittes. That in addition to the fact that he was immediately 
told if he mailed any he would not be paid for them because he was 
old not to. 

Senator Monrongy. Of course that is the thing in this testimony 
that he knew absolutely he could not be paid for anything that you 

ad ne mailed yourse lf? 

Mr. Nitwes. That is right. 

Senator MONRONEY. The testimony is full of th: 

Mr. NiLues. Sure. 

Senator Monronry. But Mr. Surine was very definite in 
mony and Mr. Moore was definite in his that Mr. Surine 
the group, did go to the postal window, did make inquiry 

her these twenty or thirty thousand cards had been mailed 


he did. I mean Il was as 
and | did not know that he did, but I bel 
Senator Monroney. Anyway after Mr. Surine 
ttle group you felt like you had the goods on him, s 
ecards had not been mailed ¢ 
Mr. Niuzes. At sometime during this little conversati 
definitely recall any specific return to the group and an 
charges and aansennie. The whole thin P Wi just all kind Ol 
n together and I can t pick it apart that conveniel tly 
senator Monroney. But then Mr. Fedder was confronted 
ieve the testimony shows, with the evidence that the card 
heen mailed, and then confessed? 
Mr. Nixes. Generally that is what happened: yes, sir. 
Senator Monroney. You remembet at he said whe 
have hed and I have cheated,” and that these cards wer 
Now you surely remember whether he was told WD Mr. 
omeone In your group that they had made a « 
id not been matle l, 
Mir. Ninues. As I said before, | did not 
| mav have gone to get a drink of 
onversation ey ll people are 
mung 
pat onet ie, ent be sure 
Monroney. You 
Ut of hay ne checked to 
ousanad cards had Ot deel matled / 
Mr. NILLES. Ye ~SITr, it cameas a resi 
senator MONRONEY. The group knev 
t the time that you finally got Mr. I 
Mr. Niuuues. Yes, indeed. We immedi 
tas soon as he told Ls. | meal t ] 
Senator Monronery. Because he 
eSs VOU perso! ally had mailed them 
Mr. Ninues. That is mght 
Senator Monroney. Then after vou got t] 


thi kemerson Hi te] is VOU We 


and cheated and atte mpted to deft 


> Testimony fy 


transact 
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In other words, what I am driving at is, every one of the three wit 
ness on the trip in the car have repeatedly referred to the fact that hi 
lied, he cheated, and he attempted to defraud, but as far as we can 
tell it was never mentioned to Mr. Fedder during that whole night 
ride. He was never accused of fraud, cheating, or stealing. He was 
the one that was telling you. 

Mr. Nitxes. It wasn’t a matter of accusation. It was finding im 
mediately, as he said it, it just did not stack up and we began asking 
for a few details; I mean, that is all. We told him, “Now, Bill, you 
won't get paid for those’—just a general conversation. 

Senator Monroney. Then you went into further details, I believe, 
in whatever cross-examining or questioning or admissions regarding 
the distribution of From the Record. Do you remember that / 

Mr. Nirues. No, sir; I don’t remember very much about that at al! 
There was probably some discussion of it, but as I said before, I was 
half asleep during some of the ride. I was paying no attention. 

Senator Monroney. Then I believe there was some other testimony 
about overcharging and things of that kind. 

Mr. Niuues. Yes, there was. I mean, we must also remember there 
was more than one conversation throughout the whole thine. I mea: 
whoever was in the back seat with me I would be talking to and vice 
versa. When I was in the front I would be talking to Don, and Ewel 
and Mr. Fedder would be talking. The conversation was not totally 
on this wild ride. It was very little—this alleged wild ride. 

Senator Monronry. Was it more on his business relations, his at 
tempt to cheat and steal and defraud, or was it more on “Where are wi 
going to get the cards?” 

Mr. Niuves. Well, whatever he was talking about he would say. 
“Turn left up here, turn right there.” I mean he would just break int: 
a veneral conversation and vive directions, but at all times he wa 
doing all the directing and all the guiding. We did not have any ide 
where to go. 

Senator Monroney. But from 1:30 until about 6 it was frequently 
mentioned regarding the business dealings in connection with t] 
campaign, the cards, the distribution of From the Record and the 
pamphlets and the other things ? 

Mr. Niuzes. Yes. 

Senator MONRONEY. Stamps ¢ 

Mr. Ninies. Yes. The whole campaign was frequently mentioned 

Senator Monroney. And his relationship to it and overcharging 
and in other ways taking advantage of the campaign fund. 

Mr. Niuies. That is right. I don’t specifically say that there was 
any overcharge. It was a matter of he had been given so much money 
and had not needed it and was going to give it back; more or less 1 
that effect. 

Senator Monroney. When was the letter of guaranty first mer 
tioned ¢ 

Mr. NILLEs. I belies e after ] Jon got there. in the post office. 

Senator Monronery. That was mentioned that early—in the p 
office ? 

Mr. Niuves. I believe it was, ves; because that is when—again | 
[ can’t remember if it was before Don got there. but at some point 


was quite concerned about whether he would vet any money, and 


lisa 1 lo ke | ip all the pamphets or whatever he | id, 
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[ never saw any of what he had, but I was quite concerned about the 
fact he did mention whether he would finally release it because Senator 
Butler had guaranteed personally that he would get paid. 

Senator Monroney. Did you have any knowledge of the Butler let 
er before you saw Mr. Fedder that night ? 

Mr. Nities. No,sir: I never heard of the Butler letter. 

Senator Monroney. You absolutely state that on this occasion on 
vhich Mr. Fedder signed this statement was the first time you knew 
f the Butler guaranty letter ? 

Mr. Nities. On that date; yes. It was mentioned before he signed 
he statement. 

Senator Monroney. I mean but that night. 

Mr. NII LES. Yes, SID. a hat was absolutely the first time I had ever 

eard of the Butler letter. 

Senator Monroney. It had never been mentioned going over to 
Balt more ¢ 

Mr. Ninies. No, sir: we did not know it existed. We had no 
nowledge of the Butler campaign whatsoever except our little part in 
vetting out this post-card campaign. 

Senator Monroney. And after Mr. Fedder signed the statement in 
Orey’s Restaurant, was there anything said about giving him a copy 
of it so he might know what he had signed / 

Mr. Nities. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Monroney. It was testified it was to help protect him, 
elieve vou said, on the agreement of business details. 

Mr. Niuies. I don’t think I said it was to help protect him. 

nk L would have been that interested. 

Senator Monronery. I imagine it was some of the other witness 

it testified to that. 

Mr. Nities. We just wanted to find out who owed who what and 
\ he re he stood. 

Senator Monroney. You left out in that statement. according to the 
‘StIMONnY previously received, and which | helleve vou helped Lo 

ify, certain other things in business arrangement hat were not 

t in the lette2 were nol put in the sioned statement. 

Mi NILLES. Don and Mr. Fedder worked up the statement, \ I 
iV. this is the second time ] have seen it. IT saw the photostat once 
nd the letter once when it was written, and I still could not quote if 
Or Vou. 

Senator Monroney. That is all the questions I have. 

Senator Henprickson. I just want to ask Mr. Nilles this one ques 

I am rather interested. Is your mother-in-law now quite con 
ed that you have no rangster Friends ? 

Mr. Nu LES. ] believe she Is, but I am not real sure. 

McDermorr. Mr. Nilles. I] understand that when you and Mr. 
ore drove up to Baltimore that night, the Sunday night, arriving 

ere at 12:30 a. m.. approximately, on the morning of November 6, 

had a substantial number of addressed cards which you brought 

h you from Washington: is that correct ? 

Mr. Niuues. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe that you indicated 
onse toa question | asked you there were LO. 

| not know exactly how many; is that right 

Mr. Nuutrs. I could not begin to tell you. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now you indicated that you parked your car neat 
the post oflice. Was that so that you could mail those ¢ 

Mr. Nitzurs. That is right. 

Mr. McDrermorr, And when you parked your car there you took 
them in and mailed them at the bulk mail window as you recall; 
that right / 

Mr. Niuutes. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then you went from there to the Emerson 
Hotel 7 

Mr. Ninues. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. But before going to the Emerson Hotel you had 
mailed 10,000 or this large number of ecards / 

Mr. Ninurs. I beheve I said that I wasn’t sure if we mailed them 
Immediately then or after we came back. | am quite sure Wwe mailed 
them before we went over to the Emerson Hotel. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now Mr. Moore, in his testimony, in his prepared 
statements said, quoting from page 1356 of the record: 

arrival in Baltimore about midnight we parked in front of the mai 

t office, then walked to the Emerson Hotel a block away. 

| asked him a question which is reported on page 1400 of the record 
My question was: 

Upon arrival there did you go immediately to the Emerson Hotel? 


Mr. Moort ye did Tey 1, I think in front of the post office, and walk 
down the street. 


} 


Now which of those versions is correct? There is obviously a dif 
ference in them. 
Mr. Nitues. You mean my version or—— 


Mr. McDeruin hat is your recollection? Did you and Mr. 
Moore mia LO) ard before you went to the Emerson Hotel or 
after / 

id IT think we mailed them before we went, but 

I have also stated that | could he wrong on any of the 

ences or sequence of events that happened throughout the 

bably find two dozen instances where there is 
ott lithe rence as to the sequence ot time, the sequence ot events. 

Mr. McDernmorr. But Iam correct in my understanding. am I. that 
Ll persona ly parti pated n the mailing of that batch of 10,000 mort 
he 5,000 that were made available to vou by Fedder and the 

d number that vou picked up during the course of this 

hich extended from 1:30 or 2 a. m. until 6 a. m.: 1s that right ? 

Nines. [ was personally responsible for mailing some post 

ne during that evenin If it is important as to when, 

wer your question, but I definitely mailed 
ltimore Post Office that evening. Whe 
vy but not exactly when or where. Ge 


(Yr 


Swe] vour questions, obviousl 
you indicated that you did hot 
letters of any particular import 


Mir. Ninurs O, did not think it was of any mportance., 
Mr. McDermort. The Butler letter. When vou testified in reply 


i question by Se tor Monronev that very little registered with 
7 


at was of importance, is that why you can’ 


yy / 
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Mir. Niuues. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did 

Mi. Ninues. What / 

Mr. MeDermorr. That very h 
except what was of Importance ¢ 
Mr. Nuuurs. I don’t think I 
tle registered and then I made some e 
he ne Wnportant and what diab not 
ery little registered except what was Importa 

ng would have to have been very Important 
nothing was. 

Mr. McDreruori 

Now vou stat 
whatsoever exce 

ree OT Vou 4 


NILLES. I v 


nowledge. 

Mir. McDern 

hey told vou they 
Mir. Ninves. Oh, 
Mr. MeDrrmori 
he cami] on, WV 


] 
f { 
*e) os te 


Mr. Nines. 7] 

Ving MeDerwa 

Mr. Breker. No q 

~ tor MoNRoONEY. 
itor Henpricks 
ator MONRONEY. 
nator Svirin. M1 


mn about the 1 


Mir. Niuues. IT don’ 
heen to talk about. 


Senator Siri. Tha 


ough: 1s it not / 
Mr. Ninues. I have never been 
Senator Monronery. Senator 
now that Mr. Surine had beer 
Senator Hlenninos. When d 
Mir. Ninues. I think about the t 
Senator Hrenninas. Did vi 
9 
r. NILLEs. No. SIP. 
Senator Henninas. Did vou 
hnvone else your presi 
ected with the FBI? 
Mr. Ninurs. I don’ 
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Senator Hennings. You heard no conversation whatever ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. Does the Senator mean on that night, thi 
night of the ride? 

Senator Hennines. On that night, the night of the ride. 

Mr. Niuxues. No, sir. 

Senator HeNNiINGs. Now do you recall the conversation prelim 
nary tothe preparation of this letter 

Mr. Nities. Not specifically; no, sir. There was just a general 
conversation about who owed who how much and how much of the 
money they had given him had he used, and that 1s about all. 

senator Hy NNINGS. Where did that take place ¢ 

Mr. Nities. I just couldn't tell you, Senator. It might hav 
started as we were driv ing around. It might have all taken place al 
the restaurant. 

Senator Hennines. It might all have taken place in the restaurant 
as far as you know ‘ 

Mr. Nities. It could have, but I don’t think it necessarily had. 

Senator HenniNGs. You were present when it was being written by 
Mr. Surine, were you ‘ 

Mr. Niturs. I believe during all the time, although as I stated, 


_ 


] mir} have left the table. 

Senator HENNINGs. But you were there at least a substantial pon 
tion of the time during the preparation of this ¢ 

Mr. Ninirs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And you do not recall whether you heard any 
conversation relating to this statement before you came into the 
restaurant / , 

Mr. Niturs. No, I can't sav if it all k pl 1. the restaurant 


or if some of it started prey iously. 

Senator Hrennrnes. Now, at what time did you come to the co! 
clusion that it was a good idea to have it / , 

Mr. Ninues. Well, Senator, I never came to the conclusion. I wa 


nol 
Senator Hennines. I understood you to say—mvy notes may be 
error. 


Mr. Nites, Let me put it this way: I didn’t come to the cor 


* HENNINGSsS. | have i 
wood idea.” 


Mr. Ninties. Ye: 

Senator HENNINGs. Now, V saying that “We thought 

0d lea,” would hot hi lbp hat there had been some cdliscussion 

forehand about the * propriety of having such a 

atement / 

Mr. Nitues. By “beforehat you mean before we went into t 

staurant / 

Senator Hen NINGS. SoMe CGIscussiol about it before Mr. Surine sat 
down. 

Mr. Nines. in: 2a finitely think there might have been, but 
I can’t tell you when that specific conversation started. There wer 
Many conversat ons, not all with the same four people it) them. sol 
were Just two and two, and the whole thing was just—— 
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Senator Hennincés. Do you remember having said a few moments 
TO, Mr. Nilles, that “We thought It Was a vood idea to have the 
tutement” ? 

Mr. Niuues. IT may have. I don't specifically remember saying that 
Senator HENNINGsS. You do not remember whether you sa | 

not ¢ 

Mr NILLES. No, but I will Say 
vood idea. 

Senator Hennincs. But you do not remember having told this 

ttee that “We thought it wasa vood idea” 4 

Mr. Niturs. I believe I did say that. Senator, I would never 

tell you everything I have said here in just a rapid fire th 

el tirely possible. | think maybe | did. 

Senator Hennings. Would you at this time say that “We 

wasa food idea in getting the incidents of this evehbing ihn ques 

e evening of the ride”? . 

Mr. Ni LES. Do vou mean 


senator Hy NNINGS, If vou were asked to Ve late 


Chiat 


aval 


fances leading up to the preparation and the signing of 
ould the meat of that plirase meet with your remembran 
events of that night / 

Mr. Nitues. Yes, sir: it definitely would with the exception of the 
e of the word “‘we.7" That may have slipped 1Nh there. It possil 
ecurred just like this. | mean, we talked it over and | think it \ 

igood idea. Lamsure weall did at the time. 
Senator Hennineos. Including Mr. Fedder ? 
Mr. NIL S. Yes He was perfectly acres able 
Senator Hennines. Yousav “We all talked it ovet 
Mr. Nruurs. Sure 
Senator HENNINGS 


Mr. Nites. Oh, no, : 


( 


Senator HENNINGs. It was not vou who suggest 
Mr. Ninies. No, sir. 

Senator Henninos. It was not Mr. Moore who suegest 
Mir. NILLEs [ don’t thi x SO. I imagine twa Don. 
Senator Hennines. You believe it Mr. Sin ee 
Mi Nu LES. Yes, Sir. I don’t think it was Mr. Fedder. 


Senator Hennines. And vou all talked it over. What 


} t at # 
uy it 


(re 


() 


Mr. Nines. T said very little 


hn 


nator Hennincs. Do you remember anyt! 
hont + / ; 
Mr. 
} \ | ‘ | haln} 

Ow, was merely helping out. 

Senator Henntnes. What did Mr. Sur 

\MIr. Niturs. I just could not tell vou. Senator 
Senator Hennitneés. Do you remember anythin 


Nintes. I was pretty new 


the substance of it? I do not mean verbatim. 
Mir. Nruues. The sub- ce we have got. 7 


ive pulled a fast 


e 
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Senator Henninas. Just a minute. Please, sir, please confine you 
self to the discussion that vou gentlemen had and which you hear 
about the preparation of this. 

Mr. Nitvues. That is just what I was going to do. 

Senator Hennines. Not what you said to Mr. Fedder about it but 
what conversation you gentlemen had. 

Mr. Nitites. We never had any separate conversation excluding 
him. 

Senator Hennines. He was standing there? 

Myr. Niuues. As far as I know, he was. 

Senator Hennings. Or sitting there. Do you remember where t] 
conversation about it took place / 

Mr. Nitirs. No, I don’t. 

Senator Henninas. You have no recollection whatever about thi 
onversation relating to the preparation of this document before 
was prepared / 

Mr. Niuurs. Not any specifie conversation. 

Senator Hennines. In any terms as to who said any given thi 

onnection with it or where it was held: is that right ¢ 

\[v. Nouues. Not that I recall: no, sir. 

Senator Henntnes. You do remember signing it, do you not? 

: Mir. Ninurs. Yes, sir. 
Senator Hrexnnines. Do vou remember where that was? 


Mr. Nities. Not specifically. I think we signed it in the restaurant 


ind then went over to the post office, but we might have signed it in the 
























S“ehawlo HreNNINGS Yi are not sure about that. Do you remem 
va ussion with Mr. Fedder about what this paper or letter o1 
ment or col fession, as the case may be, was to contain ? 
Mr. Ninies. Only an accounting of how much the Butler campaig 
»wed him or vice versa. 
Senator Hennines. Who said that to Mr. Fedder? 
Mir. Ninves. I beheve probably Don did. 
Senator Hennines. Said “I am going to prepare a letter of an ac- 
MNting * TIsthat what he said, or words to that effect 2 
Mr. Niruues. Senator, 1 can’t specifically answer your questions. | 


just don’t know. 


Senator Hennrnes. Can you tell us anything anybody said, either 
ig or after the preparation of this letter? 

Mr. NILLEs. I would not hke to put out a specific quote. I would 
ery happy — 

Senator Henninas. No. sir: please do not misunderstand me. I cd 
not ask you fora sper fic quote. Task vou to state the substance, if VO 
please, of what anyone might have said in connection with the prepa 
ration of this letter, including Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Ninues. The substance, Senator, was merely that he had at 
tempted to steal 


before or duri 


1 
' 
i} 











Senator Hrennines. Mr. Fedder said that? He said, “I have at 
tempted to steal”? 

Mr. Nirurs. No, no. 

Senator Henntnas. Who said that ? 

Mr. Ninues. I told vou we can't get into a specifi ‘quote. I ean 2 

1 ti } 


vou the substance. 
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Senator HenninGs. Who was it who said what you are about to give 
us the substance of ¢ 

Mr. Nuuues. ‘The general substance of the conversation was that he 
had tried to steal and cheat and that we had better have an accounting, 
ind he was more than agreeable since we had agreed there was not al \ 
point in our trying to prosecute him or do anything like that. 
~ We just did not have any interest in such a thing and he was very 
iwreeable and was willing to put down just who owed who what. 

Senator Hennincs. But was there not some discussion about put 
ting 1n this letter a relation of the admissions which he had theretofore 
made to you about his cheating and stealing, and did he not say, “I 
will not put that in without my lawyers being here” ¢ 

Mir. NILLEs. I believe there was il little cLiscussiol wout 
nean, he said that he did not want anything like that in. Wi aid, 
“We 1, ( ). i. if we Cah Just Get the Money straight, we aol ‘t care about 


i vthing alone those lines. 


Senator Hennings. You were present and heard that d. 
Mr. NILLES. Not just that way. It robablyv wasnt sa ad. hut 
| 


the general idea. Senator, | would like to state meht now Lam not 
trying to be evasive. [am here to be as helpful to this committee as I 
ean. I cannot possibly answer the type of que stions that you have been 
asking me. I just can’t,and Tam very sorry. I would do so if I could. 
Senator Hennines. Well, I do not mean to press you, certainly, Mr. 
Nilles, but vou really have not thrown very much light upon th 
of events of this evening. 
Mr. Ninves. TL can’t throw anything 
Senator HENNINGS. Except to 
harmonious, and evervboady 


ido not remenibe 


1 terms of contheting te 


is a 
qld the 


NILLES. 


ne, from time 


orf 


nator Hennings. By way of lament he sat 

Mr. Nruues. Yes. He felt a little embarras 
I cant tell Vou speci i ally 

Senator Henninas. He said tha 

lone this terrible thing 2” 

Mr. Niriues. Well. I don’t k 


? 


nentioned defin tely hy him. 
itor HeNNiNGs. And repeatedly, 
Mir. Niners. Rieht. 


Senator HEeENNINGS. 


o this terrible thine, why dic 


} 
} 
t 
/ 


tanee of whit happened 
Nines. Generally: ves, s 
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Senator Hennines. And that happened throughout the course « 
the ride and up to and until the time you came in and had the stat 
nient prepared, and I take it perhaps thereafter / 

Mr. Nities. Well, not throughout. It is several periods. 

Senator Hennings. At several periods / 

Mr. Niuues. I suppose so. 

Senator Henninas. Early in the evening or late in the evening # 

Mr. Nitzies. Both. 

Senator Hennines. Then, during the evening, both early and lat: 

Mr. Nities. Well, we are getting back where we just were. I a 
telling you my general feeling and general impression. He was fee 
ing quite embarrassed. When, I don’t know. I mean, I just reca 
the impression that he was e csi assed about this thing, and I belies 
he did mention when we were going to get this accounting stateme: 
together that he did not want anything about the stealing of 
stamps, or anything, put in, and we said, * “Well, O. or 

Senator Hennines. You said “QO. K.” 

hie Nitves. All we wanted to a was get the facts straight as | 
who owed who what and why, and that is it. 

Senator Hennines. Was it early in the evening, before or after t 
preparation of this statement, if you can tell us, that the suggestico 
was made to Mr. Fedder that he would net be prosecuted for h 
misdeeds ? 

Mr. Niunurs. Well, I used the word “prosecute” a minute ago. 

Senator Hennings. Or otherwise moved upon legally, civilly, o1 
criminally ¢ 

Mr. Ninues. Legally or that we would tell anybody about. it 
anything. 

Senator Hennings. You do recall suggesting that you would 1 
tell anybody about it ¢ 

Mr. NILLES. Yes. 1 believe I made a statement to that effe: 
myself, something along these lines: “Well, forget about it. O 
purpose in being he ‘re is not to make any trouble for you. All we ai 
going to do is get this stuff picked up and get out of here. 

Senator Hennincs. When you told Mr. Fedder that you were 1m 
going to tell anybody about it, to what were you referring 

Mr. NIL Es. We I. ie aid before, refe rring toa conve rsation aby 
what we would do or not do, we in some way without possibly say 
prosecute, we in some way let him know that we were not interest: 
my any further actions or reactions o1 anything else. We just Walt 
to get our post-card deal cleared up. 

Senator Hennines. And that was before or after the preparat 
of this statement / 

Mr. Ninies. Well, T think I made a statement to that effect befor 

Senator Hennings. But you still thought, in spite of the fact t] 
you were not going to tell anybody about it or were ee Oo} 
in the post cards, you still thought it a matter of sound preca 
and good judgment to have this statement. did vou not ? 

Mr. Ninurs. Oh, sure: ves, sir. é 

Senator Henntnes. And you urged upon him that he put in 
statement certain matters relating to his having cheated and. co! 
li ted fraud ¢ 

Mr. Nities. No, sir: we did not. Just a oe of an account 
statement of some sort was brought up. He said. “I don’t mind t 
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it will be O. K.. but I don’t want to—” in other words, he was the 
e that suggested that he did not want to put anything concerning his 
ealing in writing or anything to that effect. 
Senator Hennings. Did anyone suggest affirmatively before he said 
did not want to put anything like that in the statement, that such 
iterial be included in the statement ¢ 
Mir. Ninues. No, sir: I don’t think so. 
Senator Henntnes. And, as Mr. Surine was preparing the state 
nz. Mr. kFedder said in substance, “I don’t want anvthing about my 
appropriation of funds or attempt to defraud put in this state 
ent’: is that it ¢ 
Mr. Niwtes. I beheve that is right: ves, sir. 
Senator Hennineés. And all concurred that nothing would be put 
Mr. Nintwes. That is rmght. Actually, that is simply ai int 
rstatement incrude form. It is Just a matter of who owes who what. 
Senator Hennineés. In spite of the fact that it says: 
I, William H. Fedder, make this statement of my own free 
ts and promises 


etera, the usual police headline on a statement. You took that to 
e just a business statement. did you 4 

Mr. Niuues. | don't know anything about the preparation. 

Senator Hennines. And in that caption, the routine police or FBI 
ption to anv document known as a confession or statement, is there 


yvthing said about “No promise has been made to me or no threat” / 
Mii NI LES, I will have to look it over, | have ho iden Whit OeVEe! 
Senator HENNINGs. Would vou please look at that Caption, that 
eliminary recital 

Mr. Nunues. Yes; it definitely says so. 

Senator HENNINGs. Does it not recite that no promise has bee! 


lm ¢ 


Mr. MIRE s (reading): 


»> threat or promises have been made to me to make this statemet 


Senator Hennines. When was this promise made that there wo 
Vv prosecution ¢ When did vou tell us that had been made, t 


Tse / 


Vir. Ninves. Well, I made it before. 
Senator HENNINGs. Yes, sir: and you srgned it as a with 
t. sir é 
Mr. Ninugs. Yes. 
senator Hi N NINGS, And you knew that you had 

you not 4 
Mr. Nittes. Well, I see what you are getting at. 
Senator Hennines. Thank you, sir. 
Mr. Nines. No: it just did not occur in that manner, Set 
{ honestly did not occur in that manner. 
Senator HENNINGs. In what manner 4 
Mi. Nittes. Inthe manner that you are pointing out. 
Senator HeNNtNGS. No: Lam only asking you questions, 
\Ir. Nines. Just in general conversation. To mean I don’ 


ii « ould consider what | said ad promise mn the beLD PUL ee 


here. This by a promise might mean graft or someth 
order, | don't think Vou could consider iust a statement 


e are not interested in doing anything about this or that, 
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not interested in having it in writing, I don’t think that would 
within the me: sian the word “promise” he are, do you? 

Senator Hennings. My understanding of a promise—and I unde: 
stood you to say there was a promise made that no prosecution wot 
be made? 

Mr. Nities. I think in substance I told him we just were not- 

Senator Hennings. I do not mean to argue with you, Mr. Nilles. 

Mr. Nities. No, sir. I want to be as helpful as I can. 

Senator Hennines. I know you do. I hope you do, at least, but | 
do wonder what other interpretation than the common and ord 
narily understood interpretation of the word “promise” you cou 
place upon that word, 

Mr. Nintues. Well, in general conversation if I said to him, or 
he was talking about what he had done, I said, “Well, we are not 
terested in that, we are interested in getting our cards and going 
home,” then in the discussion of a financial statement if he said, “Wel 
[ am not interested particularly in having this thing that I have dor 
put in writing,” we said, “O. K., you don’t have to, just give us 
financial statement,” then I don’t think you are necessarily maki 
promises in order to vel this statement. I mean, if you just agree 
exclude something 

nator Hennines. And you think the fact that it 1s in the stat: 
ment is without meaning or substance or color or implications 4 

Mr. Niturs. Insofar as what we have just been discussing is co 
cerned. If there had been a promise of other sorts like money 01 
~( mething in that order, then that is. what I believe this sort of 

ng applies to. 

Senator Hennineos. No further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. MeDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The impression that I vel from your {estimo! V; 
Ir. Nilles, is that ine principal reason for this statement was as 
\" ritten per of this mutual accounting between Mr. Surime, M 
Moore, cl yourse lf on t} ie one hi und, and Mr. Kedder on the other. 

Mr. Niuies. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. So this was an accounting statement ? 

Mr. Ninves. I would eall it that. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I suppose everybody acting in ewood fait! 
there was an effort to be accurate and correct: is that meht ? 

Mr. Nruxes. I would certainly think so. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, youare aware that in this statement it say 


ng to the return of the $500 check and 39,000 st: Ups 


the post-card arrangement which I made with Miss Jean Kerr 


Kiermas and Don Surine settled and a closed item. 


WwW. Was It your impression that asa result of all this conversat 
ook place alla ioht in the drafting of this statement, that 1 
sult was that everything came out even / 
Mr. Nites. With the exception that we still would owe him 
e part that he had done. 
Mr. McDrreuorr. Where does it say that in the statement, that ther 
ms anvs oo. On that there many money owlng to him 4 
Mr. Ninues. Well, it doesn’t. 
Mr. McDernorr. It does not say anything about that ? 
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Mr. Nitutes. No. That is probably an oversight. 
\ir. McDrrmort. And this is an accounting statement to determine 
o owes Who: ts that right ¢ 
Mr. Nites. That is my Impression of it 
Mr. McDermorr. Your impression was the purpose of this it 
nt was to determine who owes who, whether Fedder owed you t] ree 
lows money as the agents of somebody else, or whethet you owe 
nev: is that right 4 
Mr. NELLIS. Generally, sure. 
Min Mi Dermorr. Yet there s nothing said in here about 

oO back or forth from one to the others, 
it meht ¢ 
Mir. Ninues. That is right, but we went 
Mr. McDermorr. The fact is that Mr. 

ld of November 6, took 


} i 


Mr. NILLEs. 
ed him for it. 
McDrr rr. u still eive 
a atement drafted to determine who owed 
ing in here about any money owing to Mr. Redder 


fact. the statement 1s: 


I consider 


an Kerr and Ray Kiermas and Don Surine settl 


Mir. Nines. He should have been pleased to get more money. 
Nii Nii DerMortT. Probably he Wilts, but Was if your Impress} 1] 


i 
1 1 
Hore hha] oy hnerot hh Wi 


Mir NILLES I dick not know 
er for. did not owe | } 
Mr. McDrermorr. Noth 


I NRON 


Not 
re as some sort of a bar 
Mr. Becker. You 
Mr. Ninurs. That} 
Mr. Becker. As f 
h Mr. Kedder, you 
cements were made, or at any subsequen 
{ of S115 or why the S115 was paid, is test] 
SS Yo | do hot ky ov anything al out that ( 
Mica No. I had nothing to do with it. 
ator Smitu. Right there, Mr. Chairman 
enator MoNRONEY. Senator Smith. 
enator SmirH. Will you tell us ay 


/ 


Mr. Niuzues. All I knew was that a bor r some 
| been given to him in advance, and the reason we got it baek, 
ud before, was that he apparently was not going to do the job and 


ad a lot of money. 
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Then the next day after this thing came up, they figured out th 
actually they did owe him $115 and drove on over and paid him. 

Senator SmirH. Who gave the $500 to whom ? 

Mr. Nuues. I have no idea who. I was not present. TI nev 
heard about it except just in passing as they were mentioning th 

Senator Smiru. It was done while you were with the group th 
night / 

Mr. Nities. Oh, no, ma’am. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. No further questions, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Hrenprickson. Mr. Nilles, in the statement that has be: 
referred to here in the testimony this afternoon, did you read th 
statement at all before you appended your name to it as a witness 

Mr. Nittes. Not very close. I was sitting there while they talke 
it over. 

Senator Henpricxson. What was the purpose of your signing it 
Did you sign it as a witness to Mr. Fedder’s signature or did you sig 
it as a party to an agreement ¢ 

Mr. Nixes. I just couldn’t answer. We were just witnesses, 
Imagine as a witness to his signature, although we actually didn 
witness it. We witnessed his statement that he acknowledged. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you read the language in the firs 
paragraph ¢ 

Mr. Nixurs. I suppose I did. 

Senator Henprickson. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Nilles, was there any discussion about the dis 
tribution of the tabloid at any time during the evening or night? 

Mr. Nities. There was discussion of other literature, but I coul 
not say specifically if it was the tabloid or what literature they wer 
discussing. There was a lot of other literature. 

This whole business that Mr. Fedder had locked up in his shop, a 
I have yet to see the tabloid or any of the other literature that an 
are talking about. I have seen pictures in the paper, of course. 

Senator Smrru. You would know if they talked specifically abo 
the tabloid, would you not ¢ 

Mr. Nites. I could not say specifically about the tabloid, but 1 
believe in general conversation there was some discussion about t! 
other literature. I know Mr. Fedder mentioned it when he was talk 
ng aes how much trouble he was having getting money, and that 
he had all the literature, but I did not know what literature and I hi: 
never seen it. 

Senator SmirH. Was something said about the way it was to |x 
distributed or the cost of it? 

Mr. Ninies. Not as far as I can reeall. 

Senator Surry. Just general discussion about distribution of ¢ 
eral literature ? 

Mr. Nities. Sure. It wasn’t anything that had any interest as fa 
as I was concerned, and I just don’t recall. 

Senator Smiru. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Nothing further. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott ? 
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_ McDermorr. No further questions. 
mator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Nilles, for giving 
an benefit of your presence. 
Mr. Nuuurs. Thank you very much. 
Senator Monroney. Will counsel call the next witness 2 
Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Joseph I. Towe, please. 
Senator Monroney. Would you stand up and state your name / 
Mr. Tower. Joseph L. ‘Towe. 
Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
bout to give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
othing but the — so help you God ? 7 
Mr. ‘TOWER. Yes, S 
Senator eons y. Thank you very much. We appreciate your 
Me. Te before the committee to five us the benefit of your testimony, 
‘Lowe. 


ae McDermott. 
TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH I. TOWE 


Mr. McDrermorr. a your name is Joseph I. ‘Towe; is that correct ? 

Mr. Towr. Yes. S 

Mr. McDermorr. maa what is your residence address, Mr. Towe / 

Mr. Tower. 1718 North Montpelier Avenue. 

Mr. McDermorr. Woulk you just speak up so we can all hear you? 
And what is your employment, Mr. ‘Towe 4 

Mr. Tower. I work as night manager. 

Mr. McDermorr. At what / 

Mr. Towr. In the restaurant business, behind the counter. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at what restaurant are you 4 

Mr. Tower. Orey’s, at Twenty-fifth and Clark Avenue. 

Mr. McDermorr. And were you so employed, and by Orey’s Res 
taurant, on November 5 and 6, 1950? 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what are your normal hours of work / 

Mr. Tower. Nine to five. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you on oceasion stay later than 5 a. 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mi DeERMOTT. Now. on the « arly morning of November 6, 
were vou at vour emp loyme ‘nt at Orey’ s Rest: aurant ¢ 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mc Dy rmMorr. And do recall a group of men entern 
rant at about 5 a. m. ¢ 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall how many men there were ? 

Mr. Towr. I thought it was five: 1 mean, as near as I ean recollect. 

Mr. McDermorr. As near as you can recollect. And what did these 
men do when they came into the restaurant / 

Mr. Towr. One of them ordered five coffees. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, first of all, did they all seat themselves in 

booth 4 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir; two of them. I don’t remember how many 
f them took their hats off, or coats. Just sat down. and two of 

emi sat in chairs as if to do some writing or book work. 


1” the restau 


‘ 
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Mr. McDermorr. And was this at one of the booths in your restan 
rants ¢ 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is there a counter in your restaurant ! 

Mr. Towr. No lunch counter. There is a carry-out counter. 

Mr. McDermorr. There is a carry-out counter, and is there a servic 
counter opening into the interior portion 

Mr. ‘Towr. Yes, sir; but it was not in the doorway where the 
came In. 

Mr. McDermorr. As T understand it, then, the interior of Orey’ 
Restaurant consists of a number of booths; is that right ? 
Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. And two of these men, at least. seated themselves 
a booth when they first came in, and somebody gave you an order 
for cotfee: is that rioht ¢ 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mc Dermorr. Now, at the time that these men entered your 


premises, how mal \ other customers were therein the premises 

Mr. Tower. I can’t recollect how many Was in there. As near as I 
ean fieure, there was one. ] could almost place him. but I couldn’t 
exactly remember whether there was anyone else there or not. 

Mr. McDrerMmort. Is your best recollection that there was one cus 
tomer in the premises when these men came in ¢ 

Mr. Towr. I know Monday morning very seldom is anybody on the 
street at all, Sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in addition to vourself, were there other 
emplovees in the restaurant / 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And working in the kitchen, were they ? 

Mr. Tower. One in the kitcher 
with me. 

Mr. Mi DERMOTT. I see, Now. when these men seated themselves at 
the booth, did you notice them working on paper of some kind? 

Mr. Towr. I did not watch them. I put the coffees on the table and 
left 
Mr. McDermorr. But did you see anyone writing on any paper, or 
ny wl 
Mr. T 
Mr. MceDermorr. Did vou see any stamps on the table? 
Mr. Towr. I didn’t see any on the table: no, sir. 

_N 

‘] 


1 and a counterman that works along 


ni in@ being done in the booth 7 


t 
ower. I didn’t notice it. 
l 


\Ir 
Mr. owrk. As they were leaving the door, the tallest man was the 
ast one to go out. and T saw the two roll the stamps on their way out. 
Mr. McDerermorr. Do you recall how many, approximately, cus 
tomers came into your restaurant during the period that these men 
were there in this booth ? 
Ir. Towr. T can’t remember any. There might have been a few 
Baltimore Transit men to come in after coffee at the counter. 
Mr. McDermorr. Well, it would be of assistance to this committee 
if you could remember whether there were very few customers in addi 


[-Dermorr. Did you see any stamps in their possession ? 


1 


tion to these men, or 8 or 10 enstomers in the premises at all times. 
Mr. Towr. I would really think there was 8 or 10 because T couldn't 
see any thing around the corner and there wasn't any noise, 
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Mr. McDermorr. And it was your impression and best recollectior 
that there were very few people there in addition / 
Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. Was there anything that 
group that aroused your suspicion ¢ 
Mr. TOWE. No, SIT. | could not see around the « orner, l mean 
they were sitting at from where I was standing back of the cow 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you hear any conversation that 
bet ween these men / 
Mr. Towr. No, sir. 
Mr. Mi DerMort And did Vou have occasion to he 
they were seated during the time that they were in there / 
Mr. Towr. No, sir: Twas a good distance 
Mr. McDermorr. So you would not 
"any language that was exch; 
Mr. Towr. No, sir 
Mr. McDermMorr. You were some d ce ay. but 
uny loud talking at any time, or any loud conversation 4 
Mr. Towr. No, sir. If I had L would have called 
we have to maintain order. 
Mr. McDermorr., And you 
forth bet ween those mens 1s that right ¢ 
Mr. Tower. No, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. And your best recollection 
have indicated, that there was one other cu omer 


T 


when they came 1n, tnd that there were very few. if a Vv. custome! 
in the premises 1 addition to this group while they were there 


that 1 oht € 
Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McDermorr. No further questions. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker / 
Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, subject to t!} 
opportunity of recalling the witiess, because 
eed and mav be satished with the examinat 
Mr. Towe, by the way. Orey’s is an all-1 


owk. Yes. sir: sandwiches at night. 
seCKER. And the reason that it is ar 
! 


{ 
eit is known throughout Baltimore that 


lav tos rve the publ c:is that correct ? 
Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Becker. And naturally vou 
business because there is a nee Y | ng patrons who 
have coffee or a sandwich during the ni: : that correct ¢ 
Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Becker. When was 1 


ePrrog 
/ 


ated or spoker to 
tens 

Mr. Towr. I don’t exactly remember. 

irv. Mr. Fried came up to the counter one night 

Mr. Becker. Mr. McDermott. have vou Mr. Fried’ 


/ 


Mr. McDermorr. I do not hav 


ten. IT will vet it 
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Mr. Becker. When Mr. Fried saw you at that time, did you tell hin 
that there were two or three or a few people in the place at that time, 
together with two or three emp lovees ¢ 

Mr. zoe As I remember, yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, you told him at that time that ther 
were some people in. place: is that correct ‘ 

Mr. Tower. Yes, s 

Mr. Becker. In addition to the gentlemen that you saw grouped 
around the table. 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. As best as you can fix it when you told that to Mr 
Ie) ied. that there were some people 1h the place 1h) addition to those 
others, and in addition to the employees, it was in February; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Tower. I believe it was February. It wasn’t before the latte: 
part of January. I know it wasn't. 

Mr. Becker. Now, there is no question in your mind that the place 
was not deserted and that you were the only nian i the place In 
addition to—— 

Mr. Towr. No, sir: there were a cook and another counterman along 
with me. 

Mr. Becker. There is no question in your mind that the place was 
not deserted—that the only person in that place, besides this group 
at the booth, was yourself 

Mr. Tower. I don’t remember, sir. I can’t place exactly, but I know 
It wt isnt crowded because I was the only one to wait on them all. 

Mr. Br KER. But the place was not deserted ¢ There were some 
people in there ? 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir: as far as I remember. 

Mr. Becker. Did anyone else ever speak to you about this matter? 

Mr. Towr. No, sir: outside of Mr. Reid. 

Mr. Becker. And when was that 4 

Mr. Towe. Whe n I made ri\ statement. 

Mr. BECKI R. Th: ul is the statement here / 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir 

Mr. Becker. And when was that / 

Mr. Tower. That was, I guess, about 2 weeks ago. 

Mr. Becker. Two weeks ago? 

Mr. Tower. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you thought there were 5 men in the group; 
that right / 

Mr. Tower. That is the way it appeared to me, as close as I eat 
remember, sir. 

Mr. Bre KER, Hlow were they dressed, Mr. Towe? 

Mr. Tower. They were all well dressed. 

Mr. Becker. Well dressed / 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Br KER, And were they In your place rather “ long period oO} 
time ¢ 

Mr. Towr. Not too long. I didn’t notice it. I usually have 
little work to do. ; 

Mr. Becker. Was there any particular reason why this incider 
happened To be 
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Mr. Tower. One of them ordered an eve milk shake, 

y Lever would have remembered. 

Mr. Beeker. Is that rather unusual, for a person to order 
k shake in youl place 

\Ir. Pow! lt isn't unusual, but the only thing that wa 
me to remember that and the stamps tovet he r. is the 


/ 


have remembered, sir. 
Mr. Becker. Was the group pleasant 
Mr. Towr. I don’t know. I didn’t see any har 
ody was fighting. 
Mir. Becker. You did not hear any loud langu: 
erstand vou did see someone w riting somet! 
work or working on some papers 4 
Nii Power. ‘| he tallest man and the ith with 
In’t remember the facial resemblances at all. 
. Becker. And there was not any loud talki 
lowe. No, sir. 
Beexer. Was there anything at all to © 
r mind that there was anythir yr wrong. 
Mr. Towr. No. sir: outside of stamps. 
Mr. Brecker. Would Vou say that everything Was hol 


\I 


/ 


rmal order / 
Mr. Tower. I could not tell. I mean I did not wateh then 
ely. 
Mr. Becker. And would you say that none of the men 
to go to the men’s room 4 , 
Tower. I believe there was one or two of the 
around a little bit. I went out for the cotflee 
‘k, and 1 didn't wait on them any mi 
| to the othe “buy adh egg milk shake.” 
Breonker. And Orey’s is a large place / 
. Tow It seats about 90 people. 
Vin. Becker. And well lighted / 
Mir. Towr. Yes. sn 
Mr. Becker. Very well known? 
Mi TOWER. Yes, Sir. 
Mr. Becker. And is it not common for the transit people to 
ere and eat quite often during the night ¢ 
Mr. Towr. The Baltimore Transit people very seldom ever—they 
now and then, but very seldom. They usually get a 
fee and are on their Way home. 
Mr. Becker. Do you have transients or « 
» of coffee or a sandwich ? 
Mr. Towr. Very few at that hour in the mornin 
anv loafing. 
Mr. Becker. I am not referring to any loafing, Mr. Towe. 
ferring to the fact that it is a mght place where vou solicit 
| of trade? 
Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Becxer. And you serve coflee and sandwiches and short 
Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Becker. And it isa popular place in Baltimore ? 
Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 
Mir. Becker. It is well lighted on the outside and the 1 
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Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And if there was anything wrong and if anybo 
wanted to get any help, it would not have been difficult at all to o 
fain that help, is that right ? 

Mr. Tower. That is right. 

Mr. BecKker. Now these other employees, where are they loeat 
Mr. ‘Towe? 

Mr. Tower. In Baltimore. 

Mr. Becker. And what are their names, Mr. Towe? 

Mr. Towr. William Downs. 

Mr. Becker. And where does he live? 

Mr. Towr. O11] Crosswood Avenue. 

Mr. Becker. And who is the other employe, Mr. Towe / 

Mr. Tower. Thomas Piper. 

Mr. Br KER, And where does he live? 

Mr. Towr. He lives somewhere in Brooklyn. I don’t know his ex 
act address. 

Mr. Becker. Brooklyn ? 

Mr. Tower. In Brooklyn, Baltimore. 

Mr. Brexer. By the way, I notice in the statement there was 
man present named Fritz who works on the Sun paper. Do you thin! 
he was there? 

Mr. Towr. I thought he was there but he says he don’t recollect 
I asked him it he happened to be in the place when he remembert 
a large group of men coming in and he didn’t remember. That is t! 
only man I could place being in there at all. 

Mr. Becker. By name? 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir 

Mr. Br KER An«l these other people that hia have come in, 
they come ovel to this counter is it a large counter 4 
Mir. Towr. No: the counter service is in the back on the side. 

e mhaln dining rooni. 
Mr. Becker. Now to refresh vour recollection, this interview 
Mr. Fried was 0 January 15, 19514 

Mr. Town. I don’t exactly remember. 

Mr. Beexer. Do not worry about the date. T am trving to refre 


(>! 


our rece lection as to the date. You then said—Mr. Fried. the fin 
me he saw vou was at 3:18 in the morning accompanied by Mr. Fed 
der. 1s that meht / 

Mr. ‘TOWF. Yes. SsIr. | don’t know whether it was Mr. Fedder « 

I think: I don’t remember the man. He asked me if I | 
him before. 

Mr. Becker. You were interviewed at 3:18 a. m. on January 
is that rieht ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like at this point to enter 
into the record a complaint as chief counsel on the obvious atten pt 
of the assistant counsel to create the impression with the meml 
of this si beommittee and to the press and to the publie that this 
the first time he ever saw this memorandum. 

Mr. Becxer. No, I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. And secondly [ also object to a repeated prac 
on the part of the assistant counsel of attempting to introduce 
part of the record of this subcommittee a confidential memorandw 
that had been prepared for this subcommittee by staff personnel. 
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Senator Henprickson. Aren't they part of the record anyway 
Mr. McDermorr. No; they are not. They are part of the Investig 
Ve file. 
Senator Henprickson. I do not intend to sit | 
hot have these confidential reports ay ul ible LO me. 
Mr. MceDermorr. That is correct. sir, but ther 
record. 
Senator TLenprickson 
nittee. 
Vir. McDermorr. 
hairman can do : 


Mr. Becker. Mr. 


Wrone 


recore 


itter of fact it is proper for counsel to use the 


el that such a complaint should be 


rds of this committee. 

I called for them. My purpose in dou g tha 
we. My purpose is to elicit the 
pfulas I pos ibly can, sir. 


ef counsel is wholly wm 


because Mr. Frie« 


the investigation took p 
ed by Mr. Will 
itor Monronry. Th 


isa sudden discovery on your part, W 
’ j 1 1 . 
hair and I believe the committee t 


his complete file itallt Tike and 


KER. Yes, 
itor MonRoN] 
sa great surprise. 


Ss Wa 


cr 


rt, McDermorr. That is correct 
nator Monroney. That Mr. Fedder ai 


] ] ] 
hnterview, when the record will SHOW 


nibtedly knew the contents oft ce 


for the committee 


Breeker. No: and I woul 
ttor Hennineas. Does cor 
ae hyag } ome }> rvel O] 


line by Mr. Becker’s reference to th: 


MceDrermorr. Absolu 


1¢ } rorestlo) ul all 
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Mr. Becker. Let me get the record straight. I did not know unt 
last night that Mr. L’Heureux was going to be called. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, as long as he raised the question— 

Mr. McDermorr. This is for executive session, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Becker. It is perfectly all right with me. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, would it not be well for the cou 
sel and the assistant counsel to both state that the files had been op. 
to both at all times? 

Mr. McDermorr. I make such a statement, Senator. 

Mr. Becker. There is no question about it, Senator, and T hay 
utilized necessary files to the best of my ability in connection wit 
this matter, 

The only point I make, Senator Smith, is that not until last nig! 
for examp le, tid I know Mr. Towe was going to be called. I d 
not know Mr. L’Heureux was going to be called until 6:40 last nig! 
I was unaware of the fact that there were ce rtain post: il emp love 
here as witnesses, and I have not seen their statements until 5 minut 
before 2 or 20 minutes before 2. 

Senator Smirn. I want to say at this time—I think the rest can by 
said in executive session—will the counsel and assistant counsel stat: 
for the committee and for the record that the files have been open il 
all times? 

Mr. Becker. There is no question about that, Senator. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I state that, Senator. 

Mr. Becker. I just want to state that I will say certain things 
executive committee, so I want to reserve my rights regarding specifi 
things that were not in the files. 

Senator Smirn. But the files have been open at all times for 
record, 

Mr. Becker. Yes. Senator. 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Chairman, so that there may be no m 
oP pre hension—do you suggest, or Becker, that any informati 

as been withheld from you either by way of statements contains 
n the files or the intention to call witnesses at times when you we! 

tilable and as part of the staff, as counsel to this committee / 

Mr. Broker. Senator, in answer to your question, as long as y 

ant me to answer the question publicly, 1 will say, for example, 
first incident was that I never knew that Mr. MeDermott at t! 
Murchison check. It was not in the file. Please, IT would rather 1 
serve MV answer to your questions for executive session, except to sit 
his concerning Mr. MeDermott. 

He has ae very cooperative, Senator, in every respect, and it ha 
oO} ly been in the last hour or so that these other witnesses have bet 
called for today’s hearing g, contrary to the schedule, SI} :. which w: 
set up last Thursday as to the line-up of witnesses for today’s = 
ceedings. T he refore it handie: aps me in eliciting any of the facts tha 
an only be obtained by questioning these witnesses after due prepa 


nator Monroney. We are trying to complete these hearings. W: 
e been deve ting a considerable number of weeks to the State ( 
Maryland, and we would like to get through with the case and try t 
vet the witnesses on and off that can contribute something to t!] 
matter, or will be in affirmation or denial of testimony previous! 
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heard. I accept the ee on that because I thought it was 
the wishes of every member of the committee to do so. 

Mr. Becker. It is mine, too, sir. 

Senator Hennines. We have all been getting along so well, Mr. 
Becker, you and Mr. McDermott and the members of the committee. 
I take it you do not charge any bad faith in this matter / 

Mr. Becker. I do not do any such thing as that. Mr. MeDermott 
raised this question. We are perfectly friendly and we intend to re 
main long after this proceeding is gone and forgotten. 

Senator Monroney. I think the purpose of Mr. MceDermott’s sug 
vestion was a rhetorical suggestion that this all came as a great sur 
prise to youthat we had this statement in the file. 
~ Mr. Becker. I am referring to the time 3:13 a.m. May I state thi 


o there will] be ho question about it. [am not trying to ask any ques 


ms in sucha fashion as to give that impression. [am trying to elicit 
this information, and when I got to the time 3:18 a. m. in the state 
ment, beheve me, I do not recall that he was examined at that hour in 
the morning. I do not recall that, but I do recall the statement. 

Senator Monroney. That is the main thing I think Mr. MeDermott 
was asking, that it not be treated as a surprise that this statement was 
in the files. 

Mr. Becker. I thought he was objecting to the fact I injected thr 


word “Fried” as an investigator. Tle was an investigator in this mat 
terand I think IT havea right to address my questions 

Mr. Friep. Mr. Chairman, I was the investigator. Whi don't you 
isk me 4 

Senator Monront .¢ The ( ommiuttee wll be In order. We are GOIN, 
to conduct this hearing in an orderly way. If it is necessary to cleat 

e room, we will clear the room. You may continue, Mr. Becker 

Senator Tenprickson. Mr. Chairman, I would just like it unde 
tood that all these files are part of this record. 

Senator Monroney. Indeed they are. We are not introducn vy the 
les as exhibits because there Is material in there that Is fraemel tarv. 
senator Li NNINGS. Part oft the record ot the committee, Sen tol 
Senator Henprickson. Available to any member of the committe 
Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 
senatol Hy NDRICKSON,. Ov any member of the staff for that 


senator MoNRONEY. You may continue. 


il 


Mr. Becker. Mr. Towe, when vou were interviewed on January | 


1, by Mr. Fried, he was accompanied by another gentleman whos 
ime you do not know ? , 
Mr. ‘Tower. I don’t know, no, sir, 
Mr. Breexer. But did the interview take place at 
morning ¢ 
Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. I was working back of that counter 
time, 

Mr. Bec rk. And do you recall that it was 3:18? 

Mr. Towr. I don't know exactly the tile. I know it 
lat time, , 

Mr. Becker. And was that the first time that you 

Mr. Towr. The first time, ves, sir, that anvone had ever 
uivthing about it. , 


‘ 


Mr. Becker. And it was at that time that two gentlemet 
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Mr. Tower. Asked me if I remembered an incident about an egg 
milkshake. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, we have had a good deal of discus 
sion about egg milkshakes. May I ask Mr. Towe if it is unusual for 
people to order egg milkshakes ¢ 

Mr. ‘Towr. It is not unusual, but for 5 o’clock in the morning it is 
very unusual. That is the only thing. 

Senator Smirn. It isa favorite drink of mine, and T was surprised 
that there has been so much made of a milkshake in the morning. 

Mr. Towr. The only thing I remember is the stamps and the milk 
shakes, Is the only thing. | would hot have remembered the stamps 
except the rolls were really large. 

Mr. Becker. And was there anything in the actions of this group 
to attract your attention other than the two instances that you have 
just mentioned, is that right ! 

Mr. Towr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Becker. You noticed nothing peculiar in their actions 4 

Mr. Towr. No. sir: outside of two of them doing a little book work. 
that is all it looked like to me. 

Mr. Becker. And their actions were no different than any other 
people 4 ' 

Mr. Towr. It didn’t look like: no, sir. 

Mr. Becker. You did not see anything abnormal or unusual in the 
/ 


wet that they were sitting in their booth ! 


Mr. Tower. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Exes pt orde) Ing an egg milkshake at o'clock in the 
morning ¢ 

Mr. Towr. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Do you still live : | rth Montpeher Avenue? 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you did not pay any particular attention, as I 
understand it. tow ho Tay have been the other people ¢ 

Mr. Towr. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And what they ordered ? 

Mr. Towr. No, sir 

Mr. Beexrr. Whether they came in and went out and how long 
these other people nia hay e eaten or staved there? 

Mr. Towr. No, sir, After 3 o'clock T usually wait on all the tables 
until 5. but it is very seldom—the waitresses all leave at 3 o’clock. 
Mr. Beexer. You have a telephone in that place ? 

Mr. Tower. It is on the outside of the building, We had one and 
ev moved it several times and there is only one private booth on 
the outside. . 

Mr. Breexer. Do policemen frequent your place at all? 

Mr. Towr. They come in very often, especially the ones on the 
shift. They usually come through there. 

Mr. Breexer. And they come in kind of regularly every day? 

Mr. Towr. T didn’t remember seeing any at that time that morning. 


Mr. Brexer. I mean ordinarily, usually, they come in continually; 
that meht 7 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Breeker. Is your place well advertised ? 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. No further questions. 


} 
t 
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Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 
senator Hi NDRICKSON, Have you a public telephone there? 
Mr. Towr. No. sir: only one on the outside. 
senator Hi NDRICKSON, There is one on the outside 7 
Mr. TOWE. Yes, Sir. 
Senator Henprickson. Tiow far is that from the restaurant proper 
\ir. Towr. I guess about 25 feet from the building 
Senator Henprickson. During the time that these men were in the 
taurant, any one of them would have had an opportunity to ust 
it te lephone if he had Wirhite d Lo, would he not ¢ 
Mir. Towr. I @uess so, sir. 
Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 
Senator Smiru. No questions. 
Senator MonrRoNEY. Senator Hennings? 
Senator Hennings. | have no questions. 
Senator Monroney. One point. The first 
e the meht vou speak of in your testimon 
restaurant with Mr. Fried, I believe, at 
Mr. Towr. That is the only time I ever 
( sermbled the fellow in the tan coat. 
Senator Monroney. But in order to loeat 
ow vour name 
Mr. Tower. No, sir. 
Senator Monroney. The invest 
ite vou on duty he would have 
roximately the time that thev were 
fhe wits still there / 
fr. Tower. Yes, sir. 
enator Monronry. Wa 
Ir. Towr. No, sir. 
enator Monronry. Did 
remembered Mr. Ie) ec, 1) 
“an Mr. redder. 
Mr. Towr. He asked me if 


r him. I said, “LT can’t rem 


ldin’t remen) be r ham. 
itor MONRONEY. Ana t 


; 


file what transpired 
Towr. Yes, sir. 
itor Monronery. And 
Towr. Yes, sir. 
itor Monroney. That 
vou 
. Towr. Yes, sir. 
tor Monroney. Wa 
Powr. Yes, sir. 
nator MoNRON} Ze 


ubcommiittee / 


. Towr. Yes, sir. 

itor Monroney. There w 

} 

. Towr. Not ‘)S | know ( f 
Monroney. That ll the qn 


= | 
er questions, Mr. MeDermott ? 


ol Ss 
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Mr. McDermorr. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Becker. Are Mr. Downs and Mr. Piper still employed 
there ? 

Mr. Towr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Still over there? 

Mr. Tower. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smrru. I did not quite understand what Mr. ‘Towe has sa 
Mr. Chairman, about Mr. Fried and Mr. Fedder. ‘Two men came 
to see you at 3:18 inthe morning. Did Mr. Fried or the investigat: 
introduce the man with him ? 

Mr. Tower. First he showed me a credential card, Senate invest 
mator, something. Then he asked me if I remembered an incide) 
where an egg milkshake or something about a group of men being 
the restaurant at that hour of the morning. He asked me if I 1 
membered ever seeing this gentleman with him before. 

Senator Samirrn. Did he mention his name to you / 

Mr. Tower. No, ma’am. 

Senator Samrru. Then you still don’t know whether it was M 
Fedder ? 

Mr. Towr. No, ma‘am. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions? Thank vou ve 
much for coming over, Mr. Towe. We appreciate your giving 
your help and information. 

I would like to announce to the postal workers who are here 
testify that the committee is going to stand in recess until 10 o’¢lo 
in the morning. We would appreciate it if you could come back 
that time. 

We would lke to give assistant counsel time to review the stat 
ments, the notarized statements that have been made for this comm 
tee, and have a chance to more nearly familiarize myself with t 
purport of the testimony, Would that be possible / 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Connolly and Mr. Isaacs are the two gent 
meh. 

Mir. ¢ ON NOLLY. My 7 Chairman, we both worked all night last hig 
and Tam supposed to w a all night tonight, but whatever the wish 
of the ¢ hear IS, ] have hi id about 3 hours’ slee ‘p since last evel: 

Senator Monroney. Those being the circumstances, we certall 
vill go ahead and hear you today because your testimony proba 
vill not take very long. We would like to accommodate you if 
sible. , 

Mr. Connouiy. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Would you call the first witness 7 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. John D. ( ‘onnolly, please. 

Senator Monroney. Would you state your name, Mr. Connolly 

Mr. Connotiy. John D, ¢ ‘onnolly. 

Senator Monronry. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you a 
about to give in this hearing will be the truth. the whole truth. 
nothing but the aaah a so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Connouniy. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for foregoing vy 
sleep. We appreciate your coming over to give ¢ he committee 
benefit of your testimony. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN D. CONNOLLY 


Mr. McDermorr. Now your name is John D. Connolly; is that cor 
ect ¢ 

Mr. Connouiy. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr., And what is your residence address in Baltimore, 
Mr. Connolly ¢ 

Mr. CONNOLLY. 3804 Cedar Drive, Baltimore 7. 

Mr. McDermorr. And are you in the employ of the United States 
Post Office at Baltimore ? 

Mr. Connouiy. That is correct. 

Mr. MceDermorr. And what is your present position, Mr. Cor 
olly ¢ 

Mr. Connoutiy. My official title is senior assistant superintendent 
‘f mails in charge of distribution. [am generally known as the night 
uperintendent, but that is the official title. 

Mr. McDerMorr. Now do you recall at about 2 a, m, on Saturday, 
November 4, 1950, a man came to the bulk mail window of the main 

post office at Calvert and Fayette Streets in Baltimore and had a con 
versation with you? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is correct. 

Mr. McD RMOTT, And by whom did he indicate he had been refe) red 
to you? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Gene Hardy in the superintendent of mails 
office. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what was the purpose of that visit / 

Mr. Connotiy. The gentleman in question had a group of cards, 
ie Butler campaign cards that he wanted to be sure were gotten out 
Ol delivery as expeditiously as possible. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did this man give you his name ¢ 

Mr. Connouuy. | believe he did, although IT don’t remember the 
une that he gave me. LT put no association with his name at that time 

all. 

Mr. McDermorr. And this was at 2 a. m., Saturday, November 44 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is correct. 

Mr. Mi Ly RMOTT. Now could you deseribe the man f 

Mr. CON NOLLY. Well, he Wis taller than iy selt il al he 1) vc ad shap 

mhaton. I may be able to identify him if I were to see him a 
un not positive of it. 

Mr. MeDermorr. Mr. Surine is in the room, Would you stand, 
“ase ¢ 
Mr. Surtne. I certainly will. 

Mir. McDermorr. Is this the gentleman ? 

Mr. Connouziy. I think so. 

Mr. Surtne. I remember talking to Mr. Connolly. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now at that time did this man have any conver 
tion with you about his former connection with the FBI? 

Mr. ¢ ONNOLLY. Yes. He mentioned that he Was a former KBI Phen) 
| that is the thing that I believe probably made this stick in my 
nd, the fact that he was referred to me by Mr. Hardy who among his 
her activities also runs a golf tournament or a golf association who 

ive games with the FBI, and it struck me in my mind whether he 


ail 


ay 
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was one of the golfers or not. That was the thing I think that made 
me remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now Mr. Connolly, did Mr. Surine on that oeca 
sion make an inquiry of you as to the latest hour Monday morning 
when cards could be posted for mailing ¢ 

Mr. Connouiy. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And would you just tell the members of the sub 
committee the substance of that conversation ? 

Mr. Connoury. I told Mr. Surime that I was off over week end 
that I didn’t work on Saturday nights, which is actually Sunday on 
on Sunday nights which is actually Monday. This midnight crew, 
your nights, you get all mixed up, but I don't work over week ends 
asa general thing, so I told him that if he came in on either of those 
days to ask for Foreman Isaacs who is in charge in my place, and 
that if he were going to bring a large amount of cards in on Monday 
to get them in about 2 o'clock so that we could get them delivered o 
Mo day, which was the last day previous to the election. 

Mr. Mi a In reply to that =p ae then you indicated t 
that 2a. Mona: ay morning woul i be the upproximate deadline 
sure eudes delivery; is that right 

Mr. Connotiy. That is right. 

Mr. MeDrrmorr. And the conversation that the two of you had 
Saturday morning at a.m. Was principally with reference t 


the latest hour at which cards could be mai led Monday morning: 


Chiat right / 
Mr. Connoutiy. That isright. I did not take very long. 


Mr. McDermorr. And I believe you testified that you were not ov 
he to be working that week end but you told him to contact Foremat 


H. Isaacs: is that correct / 
Mir. ConNotLY. That is correct. 
Mer. MceDermorr. You were not working from midnight Sunday 
eht until 6 a.m... Monday morning, November 6: is that right / 
Mr. Connotiy. That is corerct. 
Mr. McDerMmorr. What time did you report for work on Novem! 
Was that at 10:30 that night? 
Mr. Connoutiy. I came in about 10:30; ves. The crew comes in at 
RE is ally eo ina little bit earlier. 
Mi Mc Di ruorr. And did Mr. Isaaes, when ms reported for work 
Vo night. sar anvthing to voua ibout any information he had on 
ras ths al i id bee left il the pos { office Mo ad: a\ ‘aii 
Mr. ConNoLLY. Just as a general thing I alw: ivs ask him what the 
nditions were over the week e1 nd. so my asking him that particula 
r wasn't anv different than any other time, and he did tell me 


! 
l 


mount of ecards had come in ana that he had oven help 
ili gy section to get them through. and the reason for that 

Sunday morning or Monday morning they did not have ver\ 
employees in the mailing section. I merely give you that bac 
lsothat you will understand some of mv reasons, 

MeDermorr. Mr. Connolly. I show vou a typewritten signe 
hich has been marked “Exhibit 87.° which is a three pag 
statement signed John D. Connolly, senior assistant supe! 

stribution, which was subseribed and sworn to 
March 1951. Do you reeognize your signatur 


tatemel 
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Mr. Connouiy. Yes: I do. 
Mr. McDermMorr. And is the information given in that 
true and correct to the best of your knowledge and beliet / 
Mr. ConNOLLY. Yes 
Mr. McDermorr. And in that statement I be 
uhave checked the daily assignment sheets for 
1950, to November 6, 1950. from the how 
md that Vo then list i that statement 
luty during that period 4 
Mr. Connouiy. That 
Mr. McDermorr. Now 


we? eur 


There were two more 
were tTWo ore that 
names will appear 

edings 
Mr. McDermorr. Were you preset 
ibecommittee talked to these gentlemen / 
Mr. Connoutiy. Yes: LT was. 
Mir. McDernworr. And did 
the morning of November 6, 
ne they were approar hed 
ira had heen mated, 
Mr. Becker. Just a minute, please. 
Mir. Chairman, I objeet to lus type of u qu 
COP! F ihe » | , Oe the oft er people, 


Lime. 
Senator HENNINGS 
Mir. Becker. That : 
Mr. McDermorr. My only purpose in asking that « 


We 


| 
i 
a} 


e, all of those people can be called. 1 Committe 1) 


} } 


own rules of evidence, and my onl se to expedite 


Connolly is in a supervisory capacity and w present 
“ople were interviewed, All the | 
eall them. 

Senator Monroney. | think 
dence from Com olly, the subcomm 
rine ny of the se people he N ade ava 
ttor Hennines. Mr. Chairman, maybe counsel 
If it is all cumulative, what is the 
orkine men over from Baltimore City 


omething 


that they all know about 


e/ Is iton something of the utmost 
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Mr. McDernmorr. To supplement Mr. Connolly's statement, we hav 
available for the subcommittee—and again I repeat the witnesses ary 
available for examination if you wish to do so—the signed affidavit 
of the personnel to whom Mr. Connolly refers in which they state 
I do not wish to state officially pm is in every one of these records 
but they indicate in line with Mr. ¢ ‘onnolly’s answer that at no tim 
on the night of November 6 did any of them have any conversatio) 
with anybody with reference to an inquiry whether a large batch of 

cards had been mailed, and I think that that bit of evidence is ver) 
menial 3 n attempting to determine what transpired on the occasior 
of the alleged midnight ride. 

Now these affidavits are available for submission into the record, 
and again the witnesses are available if the subcommittee wishes t 
eall them. 

Senator HeENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, it has been quite evident that 
this committee has absolutely no rules of evidence and no other com 
mittee that I know anything about on the Hill here has any rules of 
evidence, so when you talk about evidence and rules, as the Senator 
well knows we are talking about something that has been raised for 
the first time now. 

If there is to be any prejudice or suggestion that all of these people 
might and should be subjected to cross-examination upon material 
issues, I think that is certainly a proper request of minority counsel 
or associate counsel. 

If he wants them here to interrogate them and cross-exunune the) 
in order to establish the truth or falsity of their statements, that ce) 
tainly is proper, but if we are going to proceed upon the objection o1 
the basis of hearsay, in the light of what has been going on all through 
this hearing, it would seem rather unusual a basis for the objection. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, may I then argue on the merits’ | 
am not interested in cumulative testimony, as vou know. [ am not 
interested in interrogating a witness except on the relevant point 
that may affect his credibility. 

] do feel] this: That when, for exalip le, you are confronted Witt 
a witness who say “I interviewed a number of people” and takes thes 
particular statements and then says this is a fact, I contend it 
proper evidence, 

You have passed upon admissibility of evidence. I compliment 
the committee on the manner in which they have admitted evidence 
and not admitted certain evidence. This morning you spoke about 
that fine record. I goalong with it 100 percent. 

The reason I have made this ob jection is because I have not spoke: 
with Mr. Connolly, and I do not feel it is proper to just take thes 
affidavits and put them in soe record as facts. If I have the opportunit) 
during the course of time or have an investigator go out and chec! 
them, and if I find they are daa al. then | would not be inte: 
ested in having them called as witnesses. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask counsel is it not 
the purpose of this testimony or this line of testimony to contradict 
the witness Surine? 

Mr. McDermorr, That would be the implication. That would be 
the only conclusion that could be drawn from the testimony that they 
have made available to you in the form of these sworn affidavits. 
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Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out 
fairness that he be subject to cross-eXamination for the purpose of 
ting his veracity. 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Chairman, I think there is no = 


bout the right of counsel to have those peop le here for cross-examin 


on, no question whatever. The only point I was undert: aking to rai 
nator, was in the interest ot saving time if the evidence eee 
e, that Mr. Becker be eiven a few minutes to look into it on 
imine these statements, it might save us a little time. 

He certainly has every right and it is his duty, I believe, to cross 


camine the witnesses if they testify in contravention to material mat 


1)) this record. 
Vii MeDermMor! aval Vill it underst oct, Mr. Chairma . that 


only reason for the suggestion is in the interest of expediting the 
tte] md conserving time. | dh pel fectly agvreeal le that ill These 


eople be called to testify. 


oy 


r 
ie 


j 


Mr. Becker. I am interested in saving time, but I am also inter 
ted 1) justice like everyone else is On this Comittee, | would hot 


ive raised that question if | wanted to permit these things to go ll 


vidence and then take it for granted that because A, B,C, D. and 


said these partic ular things, they are all in the same form, in inte! 
ews with this witness, it should be considered facts. 

Mr. CONNOLY. Kxeuse me, if I may. I did not interview these men. 
merely sat there while Mr. Fried was doing the interviewll a, | 


ont want you to think I was doing this. 


Mr. Becker. Then I have a further objection, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator Henninas. You are absolutely right. 

Senator Monroney. The best evidence would be the evidence from 
e men themselves, and 1) order to expedite the cause | — counsel 
is trying to handle it without that. If there is objection raised, the 


Hair is inclined to sustain the objection and have the men come over 


nd hear them in person, 


Mr. McDermorr. That is pel rfectly agreeable. 
Mr. Bri KER. AS a matter of fact | will trv and save them trouble. 
vill take the names and addresses and attempt to see them or some 


‘else will try and interview them or do something in order to check 


materiality, and if it is immaterial, | am not interested in havin 
em called, but will take their affidavits - 
I feel, on this particular score, this is hearsay evidence 

hve stigator and should not wm in) the ore th is WAY. 


Senator Monroney. The Chair will rule that the evidence will come 


rom the men themselves, and we will ask that arrangements be made 


VOata time, and there are spaces of time when there is no one in 


} 


} 
ne 


ir these postal workers at the earliest possible date, 

Mir. CONNOLLY. They are on the midnight erew. 

Senator MoNRONEY. There Is one here today as, | unde rstand iba 
it we can hear in person. You may proceed with vour examination. 
Mr. MceDermorr. Are you familiar with the normal traffic in the 
st office at the approximate hour of 1:30 to 2:30 a.m. ona Monday 
orning ¢ 


Mr CONNOLLY. Very few eo le come in and Out, muavbe one o7 
peop 


i i 


1e lobby. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And do you have any windows, special deliver: 
or parcel post that are open at those hours ¢ 

Mr. Connoutiy. We have a window that we call the emergency ma 
window. It 1s connected with the registry section and it was open 
after last April IS when the Senators probably all know the curtal 
ment order went into effect, and that’ window was open at that tin 
for special services that people may want. 

Mr. McDermorr. The stamp windows and the parcel post window 
and the ordinary service windows are not open at that hour, 1s tha 
correct 

Mr. Connotiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Mi Ly RMOTT, | have ho further (| iestions of 1 
Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Beexer. L will proceed as far as [ can, sir. 

Mr. ( onnolly, when was the first time that Vou have been ite 


his withess, Mi 


viewed in this matter? 

Mr. Connotiy. Last Thursday at about 11: 10. 

Mr. Becker. Is that March 2? 

Mr. Connotiy. Without a calendar [won't say. 

Senator Smirn. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Beceker. And from say election date to March 22, was the first 
ime that vou have been interviewed in this matter ¢ 

Mr. Connotiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. That would be about 5 months, and during that 5 
month period or about that period vou have never spoken to a soul 


about this matter, is that right ? 
Mr. Connotzuy. Until toni@ht. that is right. | had no reason to 
ay al vthing about it. 
Mr. Becker. That is right, so therefore in a period of 5 months 
the first time that anyone spoke to you about this particular matter 
Was an investigator on March 22. 


Mr. Connouiy. Mr. Riker, the general superintendent of mails, 
tlled me at home to tell me that Mr. I) ed would call on me that 
night, so I mean that was someone that did speak to me ahead of 


] 
Mr. Breexer. Where did this interview take place and about what 
ONNOLLY. It started at 11: 10. 


9ECKER. 11:10 p.m. ? 
‘ONNOLLY. We used a desk in the claims section of the ma 








ECKER. How long did the interview take? 


ONNOLLY. I staved with Mr. ried all the time he was there 

for these six or seven men that he interviewed. I was with him unt 

©: 90 on Friday morning. 
Mr. Becker. That is, this interview went from 11:10 p.m. to 5: 


: =f 
nthe mori ne é 





Mr. Connotiy. No. I don’t know how lone my particular inter- 


view took place. IT was with Mr. Fried all that time. He was not a 
post-office person. T staved with him. The actual length of tim 
for me to give my information until the next man. I didn’t time that 
It might have bi e] 15 minutes, an hour. 
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Mr. Becker. I do not want to pin you down, Mr. Connolly. You 
iv 11: 10 p.m. or approximately. I am not interested in the exact 
time. We understand each other. I am trying to get the approx 

ite time ¢ 
In other words, this was a midnight interview o1 
ew from 11 o’clock at night to 6 o'clock in the 

Mr. Connotiy. That is right: ves. 

Mr. Becker. And the first time that 
during’ that so called o- Orb hour SESSLOIL! 

Mr. Connouiy. That is correct. 

Mir. Bre KER. And was a statement 

Mr. Connoutiy. It was 

Mor. Bre KER. In lo) oli 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was. 

Mr. Becenxer. And then da 

{ il exactly what happe 

Mir. CONNOLLY. I signed 

itement | sjoned and then this statement ] 

Mr. Becker. Now at that particular time, . 

2 a.m. on Saturday, November 4. 1950, a n 

ndow. Is that correct 4 

Mr. Connaury. That is correc 
word IT used. I did not look at t] 

Mr. Becker. Approximately 2 a.m. Now what was so sigt 


‘ 


it vou knew it was approximately 2 a.m. on Saturday, Novem! 


IO. that a tah caine to the bulk miei window of the ma 
Mr. Connotiy. The 2 a.m. part of it, that is the time th: 
goes to lunch, and it registered in ni mind that [ was be 
the floor when the other supers isors were voing to lunch. 
As a ceneral thine | stay on the floor. The other men go to 
hat 1s why I associate that approximate time. 
Mr. BECKER. Now if the men go to lunch, Mi C 
it that is a rather usual routine of going to lunch ; 
Mr. Connotiy. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. Becker. In other words, there is noth 
} lunch at that particular time? 
Mr. Connotiy. That is right. 
Mr. Becker. Now with the exception 
neh at 2 a. m.. wl wal 
nonths later that at 2 a.1 


+ 


ndow to speak to vou é 
Mr. CONNOLLY. As I said before. the "’ y hat Mr. Hardy Was asso 
ited with a former FBI man, is. I believe. the onlv thi 


oO that reg 
tered in my mind that someone did con 
Mr. Becker. What fixed it that it was 2 a. m. on Saturday morn- 
ve of November 4? . 
Mr. Connotiy, Because that was the particular time that we were 
ne to wet a lot of mail out and there were a lot of Mr. Butler’ 
irds around. 
Mr. Becker. And you recall distinctly that there were a 
ecards? 
Mr. Connotiy. That I accepted, there were approximately 20,000, 
| think I made that in mv statement, They had been coming in for 


few days. 
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Mr. Becker. Would you say that they were coming in regularl) 
and a re was a great deal of post cards to your know ledge? 

Mr. Connouiy. I am only there 8 hours a day, and there were card 
there when I came on at different times. 

Mr. Becker. But during the time you were there, Mr. Connolly, 

s I understand you were ‘the night superintendent. 

“Mr. Connotny. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Not that I want to hold you to any details. I am try 
ing to find out some particular information. Were there post card 
coming in continuously for several days prior to November 4? 

Mr. Connotiy. That is the first time that I actually received any 
of them on the midnight crew. 

Mr. Becker. Not that you received them. I am referring to the 
fact that post cards had been coming in regularly, say for severa 
days. 

Mr. Connotiy. There had been — Butler cards there, yes. 

Mr. Becker. And would you say that these regular Butler card 
that had been coming in at various perdi als say during the night 
‘while vou were on the night shift 

Mr. Connoitiy. That is the only time that T have knowledge of then 
coming in on the midnight crew, ves. 

Mr. Becker. Would you want to give the impression to this com 
mittee that no other post cards were mailed at any time / 

Mr. Connotiy. No, I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say there were other post cards mailed sa\ 
November the Ist, November the 2d, November the 4th? 

Mr. Connoniy. I said that they did not pass through my hands 
I was called to the window as it develops by Mr. Surine is the man’ 
name. That is the first time I was called to the window. As a genera! 
thing the clerks don’t call me to the window to take postal cards fro: 
anvone that brings them up. 

Mr. Becker. That is right. That is what I wanted to find out, Mi 
Connolly. There are a lot of other people there ? 

Mr. Connoutiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. But to your knowledge would you say there are othe 
post cards that could have been mailed in the post office without ov 
knowledge ? 

Mr. Connotiy. There were ‘some cards mailed previously to that 
but I don’t think on the midnight crew. 

Mr. Becker. Could it have been that the cards were mailed subse 
quent to that time? 

Mr. Connotiy. I think that you have some testimony that there were 
some mailed subsequent to it. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say that that testimony is untrue, that 
those cards were not mailed ¢ 

Mr. Connotry. No. 

Mr. Beexer. And very likely those cards could have been maile 
without vour personal knowledge é 

Mr. Connotiy. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And it is very likely that it could have been 200,00 
ecards mailed in the post office during that particular week witho 
your knowledge ? 

Mr. Connotiy. Well, IT would know something, that many post 
cards we know something about when we get them. 
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Mr. B&exer. Mr, Connolly, would you tell this committee that such 
bulk of cards was not mailed in the post office during that election 
eriod ¢ 

Mr. CONNOLL : No. I wouldn’t tel] you that. no, sir. 

Mr. Becker. As I] understand it you are unacquainted with the mail 
g¢ over the wee ; end. That would be Mr. Columbus Isaacs, who was 
ie foreman then ? 

Mr. Connotiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Bre KER. Who were the men on the night shift on Novembe1 
e 4th / 

Mr. Connotiy. You are still referring to Monday morning, are 


uf 


Mr. Becker. Well, let us take the shift, let us take November 4. 

Vir. Connouny. The night of November 4% And that would 

to Sunday morning, November 5 / 

Mr. Becker. Yes; that is perfectly all right 

Mr. Connontziy. I have never made a statement about who 

it morning. ‘That is Sunday morning. 

Mr. Br KER. If you never made a statement, would you give 

it information, Mr. Connolly ; 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If | had our assignment sheet available. I don't 
lbave it. 

Mr. Bre KER, Where Is the assignment sheet / 

Mr. Connotziy. In Baltimore. 

Mr. Becker. You cannot tell us now who the men were on 
ticular might shift? 

Mr. ConNoLLY. Not on Sunday morning; no, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Can you tell us who was on the d: iv shift on Sund 

Mr. Connotiy. No. That would be un possible. 

Mr. Becker. How many employees in this post office / 

Mr. Connontiy. Oh, over I guess around 3.000, 3,500 probably, 

working at one time. That is carriers and all of course. 

Mr. Beexer. And how many would be working inside the build 
nd distributing mail say on the day and night shifts ? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. On Sundays the crews are very much smaller. There 
robably would be 50 or 60 peop le, something like that. On midnight 

Sunday it runs from 18 to 20 people on the midnight crew now we 
re talking about. On the d: iv crews it probabl vy would be 40 to 6! 

Mii Br KER. Now how about the weekdays / 

Mr. ( ONNOLLY. Weekdays there are a considerable number DioOre 
Qn the midnight we have a crew of approximately 160 people. 

Mr. Becker. That is on the week nights? 

Mr. Connouiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. One hundred and sixty people ? 

Mr. Connotity. Approximately. 

Mr. Becker. And how about the day shifts approximately ? 

Mr. Connotty. Well, IT would say probably 125 to 140. somewhere 

there. j 

Mr. Becker. And would you say that is about the approxima 

mber that would be working around the election period ? 

Mr. Connotity. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Do you put any additional men on at all? 

Mr. ConNoLLy. No. 
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Mr. Becker. Now the shift from Sunday night to Monday morn- 
ing, how many men would you have on the night shift ? 

Mr. Connotiy. On the midnight I would say probably 80, 

Mr. Becker. Eighty ¢ 

Mr. Connoutiy. Yes. That is a very heavy night for what we call 
cop time, in other words Saturday and Sunday time. A man works 
Saturday or Sunday he is given off. A lot are given off on our Monday 
morning. It is Sunday night, but actually Monday morning. 

Mr. Becker. The 8O men work on Sund: iv night, that time would 
start about when ¢ 

Mr. Connatiy. Eleven o'clock. 

Mr. Becker. And that would continue to Monday morning at 
what time? 

Mr. Connotiy. Seven thirty. 

Mr. Becker. And what would be the duties of the SO men? Would 
they be working in the building or what would they be doing / 

Mr. Connouiy. Distributing mail, getting it ready for dispatch 
to the stations for carrier delivery. 

Mr. Becker. And these men would be working inside the building, 
l am referring to men working inside the post = 

Mr. Connouiy. Inside this particular buildi 

Mr. BecKEr. Kighty men / 

Mr. Connotiy. Approximately SO men. 

Mr. Beexer. Would you say that was the approximi ite number who 
» working on Sunday night, November 5, beginning at 11 o’clock 
and ending Monday morning at 7: 304 : 

Mr. Connorzy. I would s it is an approximate figure, a few one 
way or the other. I woul ¥ say that there were 80 men there. 

Mr. Becker. Have vou the list of assignments in vour office / 

Mr. Connotiy. As I said, they are in Baltimore: yee, 

Mor. Bre KER. How many meh were interviewed of he SU men on 
March 2? ? 

Mr. Connouiy. I think counting myself there were nine. 

Mr. Becker. Nine of the eighty were interviewed ‘ 

Mr. Connotuy. That is correct. 

Mr. Br KER. Were the other men available between 1] o'elo kk at 


might and 5 o'clock in the morning ? 


We! 


~ 


Mr. Connouiy. Available for interview vou mean ‘ 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mir. Connoniy. Sure. 

Mir. Becker. Are we going through SO mei 

Nir. ( ONNOLLY. | don't th nk vou need to because the SU men aot 


come up to Ww indows and answer bells 
Mr. Becker. How many men come up and answer bells? 
Mr. Connotuy. These men that we selected. nine. 
Mr. Beeker. You give me their names, Mr. Connolly, as to th: 
men who answer the bell. 
Mr. Connotiy. Gilliam F. Francis Williams. 
Mr. Becker. Where does he live ? 
Mr. Connoitiy. I don’t have those addresses. 
Mr. Becker. Baltimore ? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Baltimore. They are all Baltimore: ves, 
Mr. Br KER. Who are the other men ? : 
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Mr. Connotiy. William Kraft Westotf, Calvin William Lyne] 
Joseph CGreorge Mulmeister, John D. Younger. 

Mr. Becker. Any other men / 

Mr. Connotiy. Linwood Williams and R. C. Ward, and of course 
Foreman Isaacs. You have already heard his name used. 

Mir. Becker. So that in addition to the names you mentioned i 
he statement of March 22, you now give us two more names, Mr. 
Linwood Williams and R.C. Ward: is that correct 4 

Mr. ConNoLLY. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. You were not present on the evening of November 5? 

Mr. CONNoLLY. That Is correct. 

Mer. Becker. You haven't anything of your ow! knowledge 1 
trshate | 

Mr. Connouiy. That 1s correct. 

Mr. Becker. Your only knowledge is of 

nu had with Mr. Don Surine / 

Mr. Connotiy. That is correct. 

Mir. Becker. That is all, that 
orrect ¢ 
F Mr. Connotiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Becki RK These other people wou 
one over to speak with them / 

Mr. Connoutiy. T make a suggestion that they are midnight peopl 
ana they sleep during the day, hut if you come over or sel d someone 
over, I can have them for you. As long s they are work Oo | 

ll give you the courtesy. 

Mr. Beoxer. Thank you very much. Subject to furt! 

QO further questions ‘ul this Time, Mer. Chainn il. 

Senator Henprickson. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiriu. No questions, 

weenator Ilenninas. No questions, 

Senator Monroney. The best time to inter 


which they were on duty and could 


ONNOLLY. | would say so because thev \ 


(){ COUTSe you might happer tO Cn 
hy 
t« 


the chances are ft if vou would not, 


have the trip for nothing. 


Senator Monroney. The usual hours are from 11 Dp. Mm. to 4: d0a. Mm 
Or this group of men, SO they would have to be i] terviewed bet w 
hat time or wakened up at their homes / 

Mr. Connotiy. That is correct. 

Senator Me NRONEY. I have no furthel questions 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions, Mr. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Not at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

CCT to recall, 

Senator Monroney. Thank vou very much, and 1 
rept you 30 long. 

Will vou call the next witness ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Columbus H. Tsaaes, plea 


Senator VIONRONEY. Would you state vour hame, 
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Mr. Isaacs. Columbus H. Isaacs. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you ar 
about to give in this case will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth 
ing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Isaac S. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Isaacs, for comin, 
here to give us the benefit of your testimony, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF COLUMBUS H. ISAACS 


Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Isaacs, do you live at 24 East Ega: 
Street in Baltimore, Md. ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Have you been in the employ of the United State 
Postal Service since March 19197 

Mr. Isaacs. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is your present position that of foreman in the 
Baltimore, Md., post office ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you on duty at the Baltimore post office 1 
your capacity as oe on the morning of November 6, 1950, at 
approximately 2 a.m. ? 

Mr. Isaacs. Reade night: wasn't it ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, yes; it would be Sunday night or Monday 
morning at 2 a.m. 

Mr. Isaacs. That is right. I was there. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were on duty ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Would you speak just a little bit louder. The 
acoustics are very bad in here, Mr, Isaacs. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you had gone on duty at 11 p.m. Sunday 
night:is that meht ? 

Mr. Isaacs. 11 p.m. is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Prior to that time in your capacity as forema 
working on the midnight shift at the Baltimore post office, had 
you had oceasion to handle some Butler campaign post cards that 
had been deposited for mailing ¢ 

Mr. TSaac S. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall that on Sunday night, more cor 
rectly at 2 a. m. Monday morning some man talked to you at the 
bulk-mail window and mailed some cards, some Butler post cards 

Mr. Isaacs. A man mailed some cards but he did not hold no cor 
versation with me. 

Mr. McDermorr. There was no conversation / 

Mr. Isaacs. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. And would you say approximately how many 

cards you acce pted ¢ 4 

Mr. Isaacs. Monday morning, Sunday night, and Monday morning 
I think he brought in about 5.000 or somewhere in that nelehborhoor 
Monday morning. 

Mr. McDermorr. This man brought the cards to the bulk-ma 
window and handed them to vou; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. Yes. IT was sent for and I went and got them. 

Mr. McDermorr. He asked for you or your name was called a 
you went to the window; is that right ¢ 


/ 





\f 
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Mr. Isaacs. They called me and I went and got them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were those the first post cards, dispatch of 5,000, 
at you had received that night, these Butler post cards, or had there 
een a larger group mailed earher / 

Mr. Isaacs. There was a larger group mailed Saturday night. 

Mr. McDermorr, I mean Sunday night 4 

Mr. Isaacs. That was the only lot that I received. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the only lot that you received on Sunday 
oht at that time? 

Mr. ISaacs. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. You were present, | believe, when Mr. Nilles was 
stifying earher this afternoon ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you hear him testify that when he went over 
Baltimore at 12:50 a.m... Monday morning he and Mr. Moore took 
large bateh of post card he thought 10,000 or more, into the 

lice and mailed them’ Are you familiar with the mailing of a 

l) group of cards on that night: 

Mr. Isaacs. That was Sunday night vou are referring to: 

Mr. MceDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Isaacs. No. I only received the one lot of cards. 


/ 


000 ora littl more. I don't know the exact number. 


Mr. McDermorr. He subsequently testified, you will recall, 
iI ne a little bit later of about 5.000 cards, later that same 
Mr. ISaacs. No: he only called the once. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now were you called to the window only 
cht. Sunday night, or early Monday morning 4 
Mr. ISaac S. Only the once. 

Mr. Me Dermorr, Phat was when this man handed you approx 
ately 5.000 ¢ 

Mr. ISAACS, Five thousand or more, 

\Ir. Mix DerMorr, At that time cid that man have a V convel 

th you? . 

Mr. Isaacs. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. About whether : 

led earher by a Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mir. Isaacs. No: there wasn’t nothing 

Mr. McDermorr. Did that man or ;: thei t | morning, 
morning of November 6 at about 2 a. ‘ iIscu haat question 
th you? 

Mr. Isaacs. No: T had no conversation with nobody at the windoy 
Mr. McDermorr, Now what time do you go off duty normally o 
londay morning ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. Every morning 7:30. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you recall that before you went off duty that 


ring that your attention was directed to some post cards that had 


en dropped late that night’ Did you see any post cards t] 
eived at sav 6 o'clock Monday morning ¢ 

Mr. TSAac Ss. No: I didn’t see no cards at all. 

Mr. MceDermorr. I now show you a 2-page statement which 


~ ‘ \\ ( 


en marked for identifieation exhibit 88. This is a 2-page tvpewritte! 


tatement, page 2 of which is signed by vou, subscribed and sworn to 


hore nm notary public on the 2ith dav of March 1951. at Balt 
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Is that your signature / 

Mr. Isaacs. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you read that statement over before you 
signed it? 

Mr. ISAACS. | did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is the information which you give this subcom 
mittee therein, true and accurate to the best of your recollection 4 

Mr. Isaacs. It is. 

Mr. McDermorr. I now ask that these two exhibits, S87 and So, be 
admitted into the record. 

Senator Monroney. Is there objection / 

Mr. Bre KER, No objection, 

Senator Monroney. Those are statements from people who pet 
Son lly appe: ared here. 

Mr. McDermorr. . hey are signed by them and they admitted 
statements are true and correct. 

senator ea y. No objection, Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Beeker. No objection. sir. [just wanted to read the statement. 

Mr. Isaacs, vou signed this statement on March 23.) Prior to March 
23, on November 5, 1950, did you have any conversation with anyone 
concerning the mailing of po I cards at the post ollice / 

Mir. Isaacs. No. none whatever. 

Mr. Dac KER. In other words, for the past » months, ho one spoke to 
vou about this matter? 
~ Mr. Isaacs. No, no. 

Mr. Becker. You stated on November 5, 1950. “Sunday morning 

ortly after mich elit a bateh of 15.000 ecards came Mae’? 

Ist] it right ¢ . 


Mir. Isaacs. What date was that? That was Sunday morning. 
Mr. Becker. “Sunday morning shortly after midmght.” 
Mr. Isaacs. Around 2 o'clock, Sunday morning. 
Mr. Beexer. About 2 o'clock Sunday morning / 

Mir. ISAACS. Bet weer fifteen to twenty tlfousand. 

Mr. Becker. Fifteen to twenty thousand cards were mailed / 

Mr. [SA LCS, Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Prior to that time, did you have any knowledge of ar 
other ecards beine mailed 4 

Mr. [SAA 5. a nose were the first ones | handled on the midnight 


Nir. Bree KER, Those were the first ones you handled 7 
Mr. Isaacs. Yes. 
Mr. Beexer. There were other men 7 handled mail 
Mr. Isaacs. Other men handled mail in the other crews, the day 
crews. | = not know what they had. 

Mr. Dre K g . There were other men also working on the night shift, 
Mr. Isaacs. who hi: nie lle «| pos st cards, foo, besides voursel f ¢ 

Mr. ISAACS. Other men on the Crew > Ves, 

Mr. Breker. Would you say the only post cards dropped in that 
particular night were the fifteen or twenty thousand ¢ 


, 


Mr. Isaacs. That is ri 
Mr. Breexer. Is it possible that other cards were deposited without 
your knowledge / 


Mr. Is AACS I do hot see how they could. 


olt. those were the only ones, 
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Mr. Becker. What is so clear in your mind, that at 2 o’clock in the 
morning, Sunday, November 5, you knew there were fifteen to twenty 
thousand cards mailed? What was so significant about that hour 

the morning ? 

Mr. Isaacs. I was called to the window and while I was there some 
rentleman identified himself and brought in some cards with him. 

told me what they were, He went back to his car and said he had 
rein his ear and he went back and made two more trips and brought 
em in and I accepted them. 

Mr. Becker. What was so significant about the hour in the morn 

fy that refreshed your recollection 5 months later, that it was 2 

ock in the morning that this number of cards were received ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. I brought them in just at lunch time and I was delayed 

hout 5 minutes in going to lunch, and when I got through taking 


cards the crew was more or less a little restless because their ul ch 
od had heen delayed a few minutes, 
Mr. Becker. Is it unusual for a lunch period to be delaved ? 
Mr. Isaacs. No 
Mr. Becker. Mr. Connolly testified the reaso ‘called 
t was because it was lunch time, and you also recall the incident 
juse it was lunch time for you ¢ 
Mr. [SAA Ss. We voto lunch at the hime Tine 
Mr. Becker. There was another day involved. With regard to the 
positing’ of the fifteen on twenty thousand irds, was that on 
nother day ? 
Mr. Isaacs. No: that was Sunday morning. 
Mr. Becxer. Did Mr. Connolly testify about Sun 
other day. 
Mr. Isaacs. I do not know what day he testified 
ne we received some more. We received al 
re, Monday morning. 
Mr. Becker. You also re 
Mr. Isaacs. Yes: they 


‘ 
| 


\Ir. Da KER. Phe se cards 
ach night. isthat right 7 
Isaacs. Just about the s: 
Becker. In other word: 
»morning é 
Mr. Isaacs. That is right. 
Mr. Becker. Therefore, as far as vou are 
{ ilking about, were delivered ust abor { 
Mr. Isaacs. Yes, just about the same tin 
Mr. Becker. About how manv hts, \\ 
these cards deposited with vou 
Mr. Isa ACS, They Cathe in about three hie 


eht,and Monday night. Monday night 


uv 
/ 


Becker. How many cards were given to vou Monday 


1] 


Isaacs. About 1,000, 
or Tuesday morning 

Broker. Election was 
las late as Monday ny 
ISAACS, [ cuess about 


i. Br KER. Wast! at % clo 


) 
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Mr. Isaacs. All about the same time they brought them down. 

Mr. Becker. If they got to the post office at 2 o'clock in the morni 
of election day, would the *y have been distributed and in the har 
of the people by election day before they voted ? 

Mr. Isaacs. I am afraid lots of them were not. because they w 
out of the city. 

Mr. BecKer. They were out of the city $ 

Mr. Isaacs. Some of them were. 

Mr. Becker. How do you know that ? 

Mr. Isaacs. By the address. 

Mr. Becker. You checked the addresses / 

Mr. Isaacs. I did not check all of them, but I saw some of thi 
when we handled them. 

Mr. Becker. You knew that those cards would have never be« 
delivered to the individuals, even on election day ‘ 

Mr. Isaacs. I knew they would not be delivered. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Isaacs, can you say that any other car 
would have been deposited for mailing, other than what you ha 
testified to ? 

Mr. Isaacs. They could have during the day, or on the evening tur 
but Tam sure that-is all that came in on my tour. 

Mr. Becker. You are sure that all the Butler cards came in you 
midnight tour ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. Becker. How many cards would you say did come in the m 
night tour ? 

Mr. Isaacs. I do not know how many were mailed out during thi 
day. 

Mr. Becker. You just said a moment ago, Mr. Isaacs, that vi 
were sure all the cards were mailed on the midnight tour. 

Mr. Isaacs. No: I did not say I was sure all the cards were mail 
on the midnight tour. 

Mr. Becker. How many cards would you say were mailed on t! 
midnight tour? 

Mr. Isaacs. I said ten to fifteen thousand on Saturday might ar 
Monday morning, and Saturday night, Monday morning, they broug!t 
n about 5,000 or a little more. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Isaacs, was anything else mi ailed by anybod 
thiat particular night, any other ¢ wmpaign literature 

Mr. Isa ACS, No: hot in the form of bulk. 

Mr. Becker. Was there any literature mailed on November 1. « 
the ma@ht shift ? 

Mr. Isaacs. Not in) bulk form, where we would tuke notice ot it 

Mr. Becker. Was there any mail on October 28 ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. Not that I could tell you. 

Mr. Becker. How about October 26 ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. I do not know. 

Mr. Becker. How about October wo ¢ 

Mr. ISAACS. I dlo not remember those dates, 

Mr. Becker. Do you know what day of the week October 23 wa 

Mr. Isaacs. No. ; 

Mr. Breeker. Do you know whether it was Saturday or Sunday é 


Mr. Isaacs. No. 
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Mr. Becker. Do you recall anything that happened in the wee ‘k of 
23d, with respect to any mailing incident during the course of the 

cht shift ¢ 

‘fr. Isaacs. No, I cannot offhand ; no. 

Mr. Becker. Do you recall any incident that may have happened 

the men ¢ 

Vir. Isaacs. No: IT cannot. 

\Ir. BECKER. Did anybody interfere with anvone else's lunch 

Mr. Isaacs. No. 

Mr. BECKER. Would you say there was no mailing of any kind o1 
ire by Democrats. R epubl ‘ans, or others, on the night shift wh 


} 


lOuUl , 


were foreman 4 

Mr. Isaacs. There could have been, but I just cannot recall 
md right now. 

\ir. BECKER. Let us take the week of November 2 or 3. Would \ 
no bags of mail were deposited on the night shift 

king about campaign material. 

Mr. Isaacs. Not that I know of. outside of the 
ved myself through the window. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Isaacs, do vou not know there was a gr 

political mail delivered at meht in the post office, for distributi 
ng the week before ele tion ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. I guess there was. 

Mr. Becker. Do you know it / 

Mr. Isaacs. I never saw it myself. [am only talking about what I 
ved. 

Brecker. 1 know, but vou were the foremat 

- place in the mailing room, do you not ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. On the work floor where I was: yes. 

Vii BECKER. How many men work on the work floor 


Isaacs. Well, various numbers. Saturday night. 
LYTOUPp. Sunday night, we have just ase ind Ly I alt 
g the week we have the full crew. 
Bri KER. Mr. Isaacs, is it possible that vou! recollection 
accurate, 1f you have not some particular reason to recall 
ular incident ¢ Is if possible that youl recollection may be 
¢ as to whether it was five or six thousand or twenty thousand 
Mr ISAACS. No, not in that cease, because somethi ay that makes 
ual, [am very seldom called to the window. The man asked fo 
ind I went to the window and received the letters. Normally, 
ot. Lreceived them personally. 
Mr. Becker. Yes; but, Mr. Isaacs, is it possible that there may hay 
iy 1 of the other SO men who were working on post cards an 
ributing mail and getting it ready for the following morning ¢ 
Mr. Isaacs, Yes: the whole crew was on it. 
Mr. BECKI R, And the whole crew consisted of about SQ) nel 
lr. Isaacs. Yes; ona Sunday night. 
Mr. Becker. Is it possible that there could have been othe 
nia have some knowledge of post cards beside vou rself / 
Mr. Isaacs. I do not think so. 
Mr. Beeker. Would you say you are the only person wh 
anything about the distribution or about the depos 


ition of any post cards or any other campaien literat 
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Mr. Isaacs. No; I am not the only one. , The whole crew wor 
know it that worked on them, yes, sir, to follow them up. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Isaacs, when you were interviewed, what was t 
nature of the questions that you were asked ? 

Senator Henprickson. Interviewed by whom, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Becker. By whom were you interviewed ? 

Mr. Isaacs. Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Becker. What did he ask you? 

Mr. Isaacs. Just what is on the form here. 

Mr. Becker. Did he ask you specifically whether or not a pers 
deposited 20.000 or 380,000 post ecards or a I: arge batch of post t cards 
the bulk mail window ? 

Mr. Isaacs. How was that question ? 

Mr. Becker. Did he ask you a specific question as to whether or 1 
a person de pos ooo say, 20,000 or 50,000 post eards or a large bat 
oft pos % ards at t! bulk mail window durin h¢g the niaht of Novemiby 
6G, and the morning ‘of the 7th? 

Mr. Isaacs. I think he asked me if anybody had inquired about 
mail gu of that dmounht of matl, I told him, “No. nobody 1}} quires hk 
Mr. Becoker. Would there be any particular reason, Mr. Isaa 

after 5 months, to recall whether anyone asked such a thing / 

Mr. [Sv ac S, | anh pe sitive nobody asked me such al question. Tl uf 
would ave been an ubusui | qu lestion. 

Mr. Becker. Your recollection is so good, Mr. Isaaes, it ought t 
be eood enough to tell this cominittee what you did on the day ‘ 
November 1. 

Mr. Isaacs. IT just do not know what day of the week : was, frankly 

Mi Br KER. Whatever day of the week It WAS, Tel his comm 
tee \ il vou aid oO! Novembe Ye 3. What cid Vou do ut ; o clo k 

he afte? ni on of October 30, Mr. Isaacs / , 
Senator ge NRONEY, If cousel please, L think the witness is bei 


exXumined o1 e basis of | his knowledge of mail. I would suggest t! 
those questions are relevant regarding his handling of mail, but I 
not t} Ik. since he was ciate asleep at 3 o'clock in thie afternoc 
bien. 
\I | Dero I le less he was isleep 


Ir. ISAACS. | beheve | Wis asleep “ul that time. 


Mr. Becexer. Mr. Chairman, may I give you the reason why 
ry is proper, sir. It is meritorious. IT am not questioning 
nestv but his recollection after 5 months. 

\fter 5 months, a question is asked of this man of a specifie eve) 
Phe only way you can show a person's recollection is accurate or is 
’ rate is to go back and ask what happened at a certain time a ; 

te. It is proper cross-examination 

Senatol Mi IWRONEY. The or ntleman may be right, but I believe 
testimony W th relation to his duties asa member of the postal ser 


= reley wit. but | lo not believe he can he expected to rememibe r al 
ore than the Chair or committee members can, where thes were 
iftfernoon of November 3. 
Mr. Becker. The point I make, Mr. Chairman, is that this persor 


ve of it nf nes uM d oe ought to find out if he is posit 
of certain otherthings. It t is only fair. 
Senator Monroney. I believe the witness has testified that he w 


led to the window and was asked for regarding this. He has mad 
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it clear in his testimony, that these cards were coming in late, and I 
nk he had been alerted by the superintendent of mails to watch for 


lf I recall the testimony correctly, that is it. 
Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that this 
tness, who is an employee of the United States postal service at 
Baltimore, Md.. is not here as a volunteer, and is not a defendant. He 
here because we requested him to be here, to provide this subcom 
ittee with any facts material to this investigation which were within 
recollection. I think it is entirely Improper that this man be sub- 

ed to such il hay aussin C\ pe of « ross examin itloh W hen ODN iously he 


o 

trving to tell the committee what he knows about this transact on 
lit is not material what he did on October 26, 29, or any other date 
Mr. Becker. Lam not trying to harass the witness. That is not my 
entvion. Recollection is ah important thing. I sometimes forget. | 
not always tet] you what happens on certain days, yesterday, or the 
\ before. 

Therefore, in this particular regard I think it is proper to test his 
olleetion on other matters. 

Under the circumstances, Mr. Chairman, I will terminate my cross 

examination at this time. 

Senator Monroney. The Chair does not ask that you terminate your 

camination, he is merely saving that this man is testifying as a postal 
rker and regarding things that happened in the Course of his duties 
foreman at the post office, and I would request that your questions be 
rected along those lines. 

Senator Smirn. It is customary to have the mailing of thousands 

f postal cards daily or weekly, that is a usual instance / 

Mr. ISAACS, There are a lot of post cards used for advertising pur 
ses, but thev are in the mail before I come on at night. 

Senator Sairu. The mailing of thousands of cards at night is un- 
i]? 

Mr. Isaacs. It is not unusual, no, because they come in every day, but 

alwavs mail those advertising cards from the la 
res and all. and they are in before I come on. J] 


ntil 11 o'clock. 


re depart ment 


do not come on 

Senator Smirn. It is a little easier to remember election campaigns 
it is everyday incidents. 

Mr. [SAA S. ] do not usually vet a large bate h of post cards. 

Senator Monronery. Do vou care to resume. Mr. Becker? 

Mi Bre KER. Mr. Isaacs, were there cn othe bhi idents that o 

rred on the ith or 5th of November ? 

Mr. Isaacs. No other instances. 

Mr. Becker. Anything unusual in the mailing of particular ¢c 

post cards ? 

Mr. Isaacs. Just merely the routine mailing. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say there were any other post cards 

ll have been deposited without your knowledge on November 

Mr. Isaacs. They could without my knowledge, I suppose, on 
gturn. They would not be on the midnight. 

\Lr. Br KER, How about the batch that Was given you, ar 
0 or 20.000 #4 


Mr. Isaacs. That was on Saturday night, Sunday morning 


_ 
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Mr. Becker. Did you see the person who gave you the cards? 

Mr. Isaacs. Yes; I saw the person. 

Mr. Becker. Who was that person ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. I do not know. I do not know whether I can recog: 
him or not. He made three trips to the window and went back to 
car to bring them in. I do not know whether I could recognize | 
man if I were to see him. 

Mr. Becker. It is possible that someone may have rang the buz 
at the bulk-mail window, or the window, and you did not answer t! 
buzzer but someone else did ? 

Mr. Isaacs. It is possible; yes. 

Mr. Becker. And you would not 

Mr. Isaacs. No. 

Mr. Becker. No further questions at this time, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ¢ 

Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Isaacs, would you want to say that y 
handled all the postal cards that came through the window with th: 
Butler pictures on them ? 

Mr. Isaacs. That I handled them all ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Mr. Isaacs. No. 

Senator Henprickson. You feel there may have been others ha 
dled by other people? 

Mr. Isaacs. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. That is all. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smrrx. I would like to say while I am sure the policy of 
the committee has been unlimited questioning and discussion, | 
would like to have the record show that Mr. Becker will have 
opportunity to question Mr. Isaacs and Mr. Connolly again if it 
necessary. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Are there any further questions, Mr. MeDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Being on the midnight shift, the mailing of 
20,000 or 15,000 or even 5,000 cards is a noticeable thing on that 
shift, is it not? 

Mr. Isaacs. Yes: that is right. 

Senator Monroney. The men are handling the regular volume 
mail, and this is added to it, when ordinarily there is very lit 
mailing done at that time ¢ 

Mr. Isaacs. Yes; during my hours. 

Senator Monroney. So it is not unusual for you to remember 1 
receipt, even in a post office, as great as and as big as that in Bal 
more, when it hits vou at lunch hour? 

Mr. Isaacs. It is very seldom we have a large amount of n 
come in on the midnight turn. 

Senator Monroney. It is that much extra work that the men hia 
to do, and it is noticeable ? 

Mr. Isaacs. That is right, you are perfectly right. 

Senator Monroney. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. McDrermorr. None from me. 


know about it 2 
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Senator Monronry. We thank you very much for giving us your 
timony and appreciate your giving up your sleep to come over here 
d testify. 

Mr. Friep. Mr. Chairman, may I address the Chair? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Frrep. I have a matter of utmost importance that I wish to 
¢ to the attention of the subcommittee in executive session 
iuse of its confidential nature. 

May I be invited to the next meeting ? 

Senator Monroney. This committee will be glad to hear from you 
o not know when we will have the executive session, but we will 

tainly he glad to get the benefit of anything you have to say. 

The committee will stand in recess until 10 a. m. tomorrow 


rning. 
Whereupon, at 6: 15, the subcommittee recessed, to reconvene 
1.m., Wednesday, March 28, 1951.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 28, 1951 


Untrrep STatres SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THI 


COMMITTEE ON Rt LES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Was/ ington. ce ( 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:20 a. m., 
318, Senate Office Building, Senator A. 8. Mike Monroney pre 


TOO «+ 


ding. 

resent: msenatlors Monroney (presiding), Llennings, 
(Maine), and Hendrickson. 

Also present: Grace FE. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward 
McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph Ki. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The hearing of the subcommittee will be 
order. 

We have two witnesses for this morning, tWo members of the poli 
force of Baltimore, Mad. And then the committee will recess and vo 
into executive session on matters before it. 

Will counsel call the first witness ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Patrolman Francis Cordwell, please. 

Senator Monronery. Mr. Cordwell, will you state your name, please 

Mr. Corpweny. Officer Francis Cordwell, central district. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you ar 


ne but the 


about to vive shall be the truth. the whole truth, Al ad noth oO 


Smit! 


1? 


, 


truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Corpwett. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for comi 
nd giving us the benefit of your testimony, sir. 


Mr. McDermott, you may proceed. 
TESTIMONY OF FRANCIS CORDWELL 


Mr. McDermorr. Will you speak into the microphone there, Mr. 
{ ordwell, and then the members of the committee can hear you. 
What is your residence address ¢ 
Mr. C‘ORDWELL. D418 Pembroke Avenue. 
Mr. McDermorr. And you are a member of the Baltimore City 
Police Department ? 
Mr. Corpweuiu. That is right. 
Mr. Mc Dy RMOTT. And how long have you been a member of the 
Police Department of Baltimore ? 
Mr. Corpwexu. A little over 3 years. 
Mr. McDermorr. And in November 1950 what was your respon- 
ibility, or what were your duties in connection with your police work / 
Mr. Corpwenu. In 1950, November 
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Mr. McDermorr. November: last November. 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I was patrolling a post assigned to me on the 12 to 
division, 12 at night to—— 

Mr. McDermorr. 12 midnight to 8 in the morning? 

Mr. Corpweuu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where was your beat or post ? 

Mr. Corpweti. It is post No. 7. That runs from Baltimore Stre: 
to Pratt Street, from Charles to Light Street. 

Mr. McDermorrt. And does that include the address known as 
East Balderston Street ? 

Mr. Corpweiu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Those are the premises of the National Adver 
tising Co. ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Officer Cordwell, some time in early November 
in the early morning, did you have occasion to find a rear door of the 
National Advertising Co. open ? 

Mr. Corpwei.. Yes, sir: I did. 

Mr. Mc Der mwworr. And can you tell us, based on your best recolle 
tion, ap proxi ms ately the date of that incident ? 

Mr. Corpwetn. I can’t pin down the exact date. It was somewher 
between November 7 and 12. 

Mr. McDermorr. And how do you know it was before the 12th ? 

Mr. Corpwett. Well, on the 12th we start work at 11:30 at 
night. rather, on the 11th, and it runs over to 8 a. m. on the 12th 
That is what we know—what we call change day, and we change from 
one division, one shift. to the 4 to 12 shift. We have a short change 

Mr. McDermorr. So you are satisfied in your own mind that this 
incident occurred some time between the 7th and the 12th: is that 
right ? 

Mr. Corpweiu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you do when you found that rear door 
open ¢ 

Mr. Corpweui. T called the central police station to let the telephons 
man know where T was, to account for my time, and to have a fellow 
ollicer meet me down there so we could go through the building. And 
we also called Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then would you tell the members of the sub 
committee what developed subsequent to that ? 

Mr. Corpwe.iyi. Well, after I called Mr. Fedder the radio car canx 
down and met me, and the sergeant who was in the car, the sergeant and 
one of the officers, went up on the hand elevator, went through th« 
premises. I stayed outside with the other officer in the car. 

When the sergeant and officer came down they said everything ap 
parently was all right, that I should stay and wait for Mr. Fedde: 
Well, the door is back in an alley and there is an open parking lot 
which leads off of Charles Street to this back alley, and also it leads 1 
from Balderston Street. So rather than stand in front of the place, I 
ean’t watch the back if anybody goes in, I stood in the alley waiting 
for Mr. Fed ler. 

It was approximately an hour after I had called for Mr. Fedder 
when an automobile pulled on the parking lot on Charles Street wit! 
the headlights shining on the rear door. I didn’t reveal myself be- 
cause I still did not know who it was. It backed off the parking lot 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 Q25 


| then they came around in Balderston Street. Officer Loudet 

pped out of the car. 

Vir. McDermorr. Patrolman John N. Louden of the Baltimore 

lice Department ¢ 

\ir. CorpWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who was with Patrolman Louden ? 

\ir. Corpwe.Lu. Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you have any conversation with Mr, Fed. 

at that time / 

Mr. Corpwett. Mr. Fedder and myself went in the front, went 
oh the building and locked the back door and came back out. 
the procedure of walking through, Mr. Fedder made a sketchy 

ement about being taken for a ride. And when he came dow) 
did not see me in the street he said that is when he went lookiy ir 
nother patrolman. 

\Ir. Mi DERMOTT, Did you have the impress on on this Occasion th ul 

Vis frightened or scared or afraid to come to his premises alone / 

Mr. Corpweti, Mr. Fedder was highly nervous at the time, and 

peared to be scared. 

Mr. McDermorr, As I understand it, when he drove up with Officer 

nden, and Officer Louden determined that you were then available 

ere, Officer Louden returned to his beat and you went through the 
emises with the proprietor, Mr. Fedder; is that right ? 

Mir. Corpweti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then the door was locked, and that was thx 

lof that transaction / 

Mir. Corpwenn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you previously, while working on that same 

t. found either front or rear door of the premises of the Nationa! 

lvertisine Co. open at any other time / 

\ir. CorpweiL. Yes. sir: on numerous occasions. 


Mr. MeDermorr. And what procedure did you follow 
inces ¢ 

Mr. Corpweti. The same procedure, calling the station and « 
kKedder down. 

Mr. MceDermorr. And would Mr. Fedder come dow: 

\Ir. CorpWeun. Yes, sir. 

Mi MecDi RMOTT, And on thos other preced ne oecasl 
fear or any anxiety on his part or did he come 
rolman ? 

Mr. Corpweiu. No, sir. 

Mir. McoDermorr. All right. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Be KER, When wis the first time that vou were Intervie wed “as 
tness in this matter? 

CORDWELL, The first time | was interviewed was the night befor 

n a telephone conversation. 

Mr. Becker. And that was the first time that the subject matter w 
ight to your attention / 

Mr. Corpweti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bre KER, Is there a police record or entry of this incident in the 
rds of the police department 4 
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Mr. Corpwe.u. I made a report, but on open doors there are nume: 
our reports go in and it is a minor incident. 

Mr. Brecker. I say, is there a report of this incident on the records 
of the police department in your precinct ? 

Mr. Corpweti. There should be, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say that there is one? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I made one. 

Mr. Becker. Did you look at the records to see if there is a recor 
of that incident, prior to the time of your testimony, in view of the 
fact, that you could not tell us the exact date as to when it occurred / 

Mr. Corpweti. Yes, sir; I did look through it. 

Mr. Becker. Did you look through the records, did you find a 
record of such an incident in the records of the police department 4 

Mr. Corpweiyi. No; I haven’t found it. 

Mr. Becker. Did you find any records in the police department of 
the fact that on other instances ‘Mr. Fedder’s door was open ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Breexer. In other words, there are records in the police depart 
ment showing’ that the door was open on other instances, but on the 
one instance you are talking about, there is no record, is that correct / 

Mr. Corpwe.it. We can’t find the record right now. ‘The clerks are 
looking for it now. 

Mr. Becker. How do they keep the records—are they in a regular 
bound volume, or is it a loose-leaf report book ¢ 

Mr. Corpwett. We make a written copy on a paper and turn it 
across to the clerks. 

Mr. Becker. Do you keep a copy of the report—what kind of a 
book do you use in making reports? 

Mr. Corpwe t. It is an official report 95. 

Mr. Becker. Official 95. Is that in a regular book? 

Mr. Corpweti. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Loose leaf ? 

Mr. Corpweiy. Come off of a pad. 

Mr. Becker. Do you keep any copy of any memorandum of re- 
ports ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetn. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Becker. How many other instances do you recall, that are 
recorded in the books or records of the police department, prior to 
the incident which you are talking about ? 

Mr. Corpwetx. You say prior to? 

Mr. Becker. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Corpwety. I checked in the book. I know of one prior to mit 
and we can’t find the written report on that, either, sir. 

Mr. Becker. But there is a record? 

Mr. Corpweu. It is marked in the book. 

Mr. Becker. Of a report? 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. An entry is made of the fact that Mr. Fedder’s door 
was open ¢ 

Mr. Corpwe.u. In the book: ves, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And that someone contacted him and arranged for 
the door to be closed, somet hing like that? 

Mr. Corpwetn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Any other records, any other entries ? 
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Mir. CoRDWELL. No. sir: we have not been able to find them. 

Mr. Becker. How far did vou check ? 

Mr. Corpweti. We have checked mighty close. 

Mr. Becker. What do you base your knowled 
ees that Mr. Fedder’s door was open! 

Mr. CORDWELL. On the records | found in the books. 

Mr. Becker. All right. How many other records are there / 

\Lr. ( ‘ORDW ELL. The book I checked, there Was three other 1 
»of them were mine and I saw the written reports. 

Mr. Becker. So. instead of one. the othe stunces, 

nt to this? 

Mr. Corpweti. They were later, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Later, when were they, sir? 

Mr. Corpwerk. In January of this vear. 

Mr. Beever. In January / , 

Mr. Corpwetn. Yes, sir. 

Vir. Becker. The door was open ( 

Mr. Corpwe.n. Yes, sir. 


\lr. Br KER. SO that Vou how have an msranece th it oc urred prio 


e ot the Obhel 


( 


. time you are talking about and you have another instance sub 
equent to it: 1s that righ 

Mir. Corpwentn. That is right. 

Mr. Becker, And is that entry in the police book ¢ 

Mr. Corpwein. Which entry ? 

Mr. Beexer. The subsequent entry. 

Mr. Corpweiyi. That is right: ves, sir. 

Mr. Becker. In other words. so we understand e; 

he police department will show a written entry 
ere Mr. Fedder’s door was open prior to the insta 


/ 


itbout: is that correct / 


Ir. CorpWeLL. That is might. sir. 


Mr. Becker. And there is, also. a written recon 
lent where Mr. Fedder’s door was also ope 


' 
; 


ire talking about: is that right / 
Mir. Corpwetii. That is meht, sir. 
Mr. Becker. So that according to good police re 

made ot such listances that Mr. Fedder’s (LOO! ) SOMO else” 
or Was opens: 1s that correct ? 
\Mir. CorpweLh. That is right. 
Mir. Becker. But von found no evidence of a record ¢ 

just related to this committee! is that correct / 
Mr. Corpwein. That is right, sir. 
\ir. Becker. Do vou know Mr. Fedder ¢ 
Mr. Corpwein. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Beeker. How many times have you seen him ? 
Mr. CORDWELL. I have seen Mr. Kedder quite often, 

to know all of the business people on my post. 
Mr. Beexer. And you know his next-door neighbor, Mi 
Mir. Corpwetni. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Becker. Have vou talked to Fried 7 
Mr. Corpwe.tu. T have talked to Mr. Fried numerous times 
Mr. Becker. Talked to Mr. Fried about this matter at all? 
Mr. Corpwetn. IT spoke to him once, yes, sir. 
Mr. Becker. When was that ? 
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Mr. Corpweiu. That was right after this incident of the door bei:.y 
open. 

Mr. Becker. When was that? 

Mr. Corpwe.ti. It was right after this incident about the door bei 
open. 

Mr. Becker. About the door being open ? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Have you talked to him since about that incide: 

Mr. Corpwe.1. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Were you the police officer involved in the incide) 
In January ¢ 

Mr. Corpweii. There was two instances in January. 

Mr. Becker. Two instances in January? 

Mr. Corpwe.ti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Were you _—— nt at both of those instances ? 

Mr. Corpwet. Yes, si 

Mr. becker. And are alii written entries of both of those 
stances ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. About when did they take place? 

Mr. Corpweti. Approximately January 6 and 26. 

Mr. Becker. January 6 and 26? 

Mr. Corpwetui. Yes, sit 

Mr. Becker. Did you see Mr. Fedder on both of those evenings ? 

Mr. Corpweiu. LT saw Mr. Fedder on the first one, January 6. 

Mr. Becker. Who was the police officer on the beat on January 20 / 

Mr. Corpweiyu. I was. , 

Mr. Becker. Well, you saw him on the 26th ? 

Mr. Corpweti. No, T saw him on the 6th. 

Mr. Becker. On the 6th? 

Mr. Corpwein. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Who saw him on the 26th ? 

Mr. Corpweti. | didn’t see Mr. Fedder at all on the 26th. 

Mr. Beexer. When you saw Mr, Fedder on January 6, what » 
his physical condition at that time, did he give you any impress 
of any nervousness or fear? 

Mr. Corpweiu. He appeared to be calmer than he was the time | 
fore. IT had told him once before, the same as I tell all of the busin 
people, if they receive a call at night about their place being oy» 
broken into, if they do not believe the call, they can call the stati: 
and check to see if the officer called the station to verify there 
police there, and if aa station says that they have no record of 
officer being there or have no knowledge, then request an silver 
meet him and go tol with him. 

Mr. Becker. That is the custom ? 

Mr. Corpweui. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And that is good police practice. Now, when you | 
Mr. Fedder in January, according to this police practice, about w! 
time did you meet Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Corpweti. Tam not positive. [think my report stated I fo 
the door open about 12:50 a.m. 

Mr. Becker. After midnight ? 

Mr. Corpweti. That is right. He has to take the time to 
dressed and come down. 


f 
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Mr. Becker. Therefore, you would have met him a half-hour or an 
hour after that ? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Did you go in the premises ? 

Mr. Corpweiu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And was the door open? 

Mr. Corpweuu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And Mr. Fedder closed that ? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Closed and secured the door. 

Mr. Becker. So you would say it was not unusual to find Mr. 
Red ler’ S door open more than once? 

Mr. CorpweE.u. No, sir: there was nothing unusual. 

Mr. BECKER. And tes sh people have failed Lo ¢ ‘lose thei doors on 
your beat ? 
~ Mr. Corpweui. Yes, sit 

Mr. Becker. You have to call them up é 

Mr. Corpweii. Yes, s 

Mr. Becker. Nothing ‘nee about it ? 

Mr. Corpweti. Nothing unusual. 

Mr. Becker. On the instance that you ae ne us about which 
there is no police record that you could find, was not unusual 
meet Mr. Fedder to close > the door? 

Mr. Corpweti. No, si 

Mr. Becker. No saaiieniien reason for you to consider it outside 
of the usual course of police work, finding doors open and to notify 
the people to come down and close the doors ¢ 

Mr. Corpweti. If it was anything unusual, the sergeant and radio 
ir would have staved. 

Mr. Becker. Would it be logical if there was anything unusual 
ome wrong had been done to Mr. Fedder. that you would have, at 
east, noticed it as a good policeman, and made some note of it, and 

terrogated him a little bit ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetri. That is a right difficult questio 

Mr. Becker. How long have you been on the 

Mr. Corpweti. A little over 3 years 

Mr. Becker. How many vears/ 

Mr. Corpweii. Three vears. 

Mr. Becker. Three vears ¢ 

Mr. Corpweti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECKER. You had been a policeman prior to that time or just 
rot on the police force / 

Mr. CorpWELL. Just when I got on the police force. 

Mr. Becker. What was your experience before then, were you con 
ected with investigative work ? 

\ir. CorpWELL. No. sir, | worked on airplanes. 

Mr. Becker. Building airplanes ¢ 

Mr. Corpweun. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Well, the fact that you were a policeman for 3 years, 

knew from your police work, if there was any SUSPICION that a 


ony had heen committed to someone, vou would have been alert to 
k it up and noted it, rather than considered it a casual thing? 
Mr. Corpweii. Well, there was no official report made to me. 
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Mr. Becker. I am not referring to anything official. I say, in con- 
nection with your police work if you noticed that there was something 
wrong, physical harm done to someone, or something out of the way, 
perhaps suspicion of crime, you would have been alert enough to pick 
it up and have made some report about it? 

Mr. Corpweiv. I reported to my sergeant about the sketchy con 
versation about being taken for the ride. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, if there was some sketchy conversation 
about being taken for a ride, would that give some impression that 
something was basically wrong, requiring some police work and fur 
ther investigation on your part ¢ 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I reported to my superior. 

Mr. Becker. I am talking about you, sir. You are a policeman. 

Mr. Corpweti. Yes, sir; but I have a job to do. 

Mr. Becker. 1 know, but as a policeman you have a job to do and 
see that the safety of the public is taken care of at all times? 

Mr. Corpwei.. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And if you see that there is evidence of any kind of a 
crime or a wrongdoing you would be alert to pick it up and follow it 
through ? 

Mr. Corpweti. IT am afraid you haven’t much knowledge of police 
work, 

Mr. Becker. I will tell you that I have, sir. So we will start from 
that point. 

Mr. Corpwei.. We have to follow routine, sir. I report it to my 
superior. 

Mr. Becker. I know you have to follow routine, sir, but Iam asking 
Vou a question, if you noticed something wrong _forget the routine 
for a moment—would you be alert enough to see what it is all about 
and follow it through, or would vou follow routine and not follow 
through the evidence of the commission of a wrong that you saw W ith 
your own eves ¢ 

Mr. Corpweiy. I still have to go by what T am tol , by my superiors 

Mr. Becker. What are you told by your superiors 

Mr. Corpwein. Tam assigned to work a post. Iam not allowed to 
wander off into the other sections of the city to investigate, That 
up) to the detectives. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, Mr. Cordwell, if you Came across a situa 
tion Where a man was found beaten up and dragged around, do you 
think that you would not have to pay any attention to that, becaus 
of the routine, and you would leave him there, and call somebody else 
to follow through; is that what I understand you to say ¢ 

Mr. Corpwein. No,sir. If it happens on my post- 

Mr. Becker. Well, then, did not this 

Mr. Corpweiyi. Then I investigate. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, did not the instance about meeting Mr 
Fedder happen on your post ¢ 

Mr. Corpwein. As far as meeting Mr. Fedder—it was on my post, 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Is not his place of business on your post ? 

Mr. Corpwein. Yes, sir: I called him down. 

Mr. Becker. Was not the conversation on your post ? 


Ir. Corpwe.u. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Becker. Well, then, what basis have you that anything else 
iappened outside of your post 

Mr. Corpwent. Well, sir, 1 read something in the paper about the 
ride Mr. Fedder—this was later 

Mr. Bre KER, Well, now, Mr. Cordwell, when did you read abo it 

S ride / 

Mr. Corpweun. | say this was later, after the conversation IT hav 
end about the ride. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. but Iam talking about the instance that occurred 

or to any publicity on the matter, Mr. Cordwell. 

Mr. Corpweui. IT did what I was required to do, sir. And anyth 

ial happens on my post Iam required to run out and in vestigate with 

e sergeant. | reported to my sergeant the incident and told hin 

out the sketchy conversation, about the ride. 

Mr. Becker. Who is your sergeant ¢ 

Mir. Corpwenu. Set. George Stadter. 

Mr. Bre KER. Now. if someone told you that he was taken fo. a ride, 

would be highly significant that a major otfense of great propo! 
on Was committed: would you think so? 

Mr. Corpweii, I think so; but it still isn’t my job to investigate it. 

Mr. Becker. If someone told you that he was kidnaped, would you 
not think it was your job to do anything about it at all/ 

Mr. CorpweE.u. I still have to go according to routine and tell my 
boss. 
Mr. Becker. Do you want this committee to understand that you 
ould not do anything about it or inquire anything further from the 


person vou are talking with ? 


Mr. CorDWELL. | reported it to my superior and took orders trom 
rh. 


Mr. Beexer. Would you make any memos or not, or ask any que 
ons about what it was all about, where it was, who were the parties 
volved: would that be the natural thing to do, as an office 


y # 


Mr. Corpwe.w. [ still state that I reported to my 
t make any memos or notes because 1 didn’t put 


the time. 

Mr. Beexer. Did you know what Mr. Fedder may hi 
erring to when he talked to vou § 

Mir. Corpwe.L. Sir? 

Mr. Brecker. Do you know what Mr. Fedder was talkin 

en he inferred that he was taken for a ride ? 

Senator Smiru. May [ask right there, did you ever inquire whether 
he sergeant followed through on your report that Mr. Fedder was 
iving that he had been taken for a ride? 

Mr. Corpwe.ti. No, sir—no ma’am, I didn’t. 

Senator SMITH. You did not ask any questions: Vou mace the rt 
ort to your sergeant and then dropped it from your mind ¢ 

\ir. Corpwenn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Mav I ask, in the conversation with Mr 

r, did you gather that he was explaining to you why he was 


abo il 


iit’! 
d why he looked up this other patrolman to come dow) 
at he was not making a formal complaint regarding th 


Mr. Corpwetn. That was my impression. 
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Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Cordwell, is it necessary for anyone to file a com 
plaint of any kind if you see evidence of any wrongdoing as a polic 
officer of the law? 

Mr. Corpweti. Any evidence of wrongdoing in my presence 
my job to handle, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, if someone told you that a crime was con 
mitted, would that be of any importance whatever ? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I still did what I was supposed to do and reporte: 
to my boss. 

Mr. Becker. I know—— 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. Officer, I rather gather from your answet 
to the questions of counsel that if you saw a man in the act of con 
mitting a crime, rather than apprehending him immediately, yo 
would Ss ave to report to your sergeant first that you saw it? 

Mr. Corpwetu. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. The crime in the act of commission ? 

Mr. Corpwe.tit. No, sir. If I see it in the actual commission, I an 
the complainant. I need no complainant. I am the complainant 
then. 

Senator Henprickson. But by the same token, if somebody told 
vou that a crime had been committed against him, you just make a 
sketchy report? You would wonder why it was not followed up at 
headquarters, would you not? I mean kidnapping or taking anybod) 
for a ride that, to me, is a very serious offense. If I, as an officer of 
law, had any knowledge of a thing like that, I would certainly wonde: 
why he: vdqui irters had not done something about it. 

Mr. Corpweti. Well, like I say, I reported to my sergeant. 

Senator Henprickson. I gathered that—I gathered that; yes. You 
job, your duties were washed up then after vou reported to youl 
sergeant ¢ 

Mr. Corpweiu. Because T understand the ride didn’t happen on n 
post. 

Senator Henprickson. But it happened to a man whose place of 
business is on your post. 

Mr. Corpweiu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Which gives you some jurisdiction. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Like all police departments, the Baltimore Cit) 
Police Department, I take it, has certain divisions and subdivisions: 
do you have a secret service bureau or a detective bureau 2 

Mr. Corpweti. We have a detective bureau, sir. 

Senator Hennines. You are attached—you are what is known a 

patrolman ¢ 

Mr. Corpweii. Yes: uniformed patrolman. 

Senator Hennincs. You are a beat man? 

Mr. Corpweiu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Do you have special officers, so-called: do vo 
have such a subdivision as that ? 

Mr. Corpwe.ti. Would you explain yourself on that ? 
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Senator HenNING. Some cities have what are known as special 
ofticers, as distinguished from detectives. The specials ride the whole 
city. Do you have anything like that in Baltimore? I assume you 
do, do you not 4 

Mr. CoRDWELL. We have detectives that ride the city, sir. 

Senator Henninas. The detectives have unlimited jurisdiction over 
the whole city, do they not ¢ 

Mr. Corpweu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And you, as a beat patrolman, have jurisdic 
tion over your beat; what is your term for it in Baltimore 4 

Mr. Corpwetu. Beat, that is right, sir. 

Senator Henninas. Yes. sir. So that if a felony or other crime 
being committed in your presence your orders are to make an arrest 
then and there? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Yes, sir. 

Senator HENNINGsS. If someone makes a complaint of something 
which would properly fall within the jurisdiction of the detective 
bureau you make a report as in any military or police organization 
to your superior ¢ ; 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hrenninas. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Corpweti. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And is it customary for a beat patrolman to 
go to the sergeant from time to time and say, “Sergeant, what are you 
doing about this case /”—that or the other—is that the custom in police 
organizations ? 

Mr. Corvweiyi. Well, in police organizations the way—— 

Senator Hi NNINGS, Do you ove orders t to your sergeant or kee }) 
jacking him up on matters that you think he is neglecting ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. No, sir. 

Senator Hennings. They do not anywhere else that I know 
thing about. You re ported this matter to your sergeant. Wha 
vou tell him about Mr. Fedder’s conversation relating to the 

de or being taken for a ride? 

Mr. Corpweuu. I told the sergeant that after Mr. Fedder came 
lown, Officer Louden was in the car with him, that Mr. Fedder stated 
the reason that he had Officer Louden with him Was that he had been 

ken for a ride and held in his car for about i) hours. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Fedder told you that ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Senator HENNINGs. Now, thereafter, did you suggest to Mr. Fedder 

he vo to the precinet station or headquarters to make any com 
plaint about the so-called ride, did you have any conversation with 
him about that ? 

\ir. CorDWELL. No, si : | don’t think I did, s 

Senator Hennings. You did not say, “Well, something violative of 

» law or something very se rious hs as bee nm atte mpted here Why 
ont you make a complaint?” You did not go into that part of it? 

Mr. Corpwetni. No, sir. 

Senator HenninGs. You concerned yourself more immediately with 

ie matter of the protection of the property on your beat which, in 

Isc .meant an unloe — 

Mr "C ORDWELL. Yes, si 
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Senator Hennines. And you then made a verbal report to your 
sergeant whose name you have given as Sergeant Stadter, is it 4 

Mr. Corpwetn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And told him that there was a fellow ove) 
there who said he had been taken for a ride, but you did not think very 
much of it at that time; you say you did not put much stock in it, 
that right ¢ 

Mr. Corpweni. That is right, sir, outside of being nervous. 

Senator Hennines. He seemed to be highly nervous, did he / 

Mr. Corpweti. He seemed to be highly nervous and a little afraid 
when he told me about the sketchy part about the ride. 

Senator Henninos. Yes? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. So | reported to my sergeant. 

Senator Hennines. What did the sergeant sav about that / 

Mr. Corpweiu. The sergeant didn’t have much to say about it, sir 

Senator HennINGs. Did the sergeant make any observation about 
the anh who said he had been taken for a ride / 

Mr. Corpweii. I don’t think he did, sn 

Senator Hennings. So, thereafter, you and the sergeant had no 
conversation about this matter at all? 

Mr. Corpwetyi. Not until just before Christmas, in December. Mr. 
Fedder came down one morning and he started telling me about he 
was losing weight from worry, being afraid, and I again called for 
my sergeant. Mr. Fedder exp: ined the whole situation to mv ser 
gveant. 

Senator HENNINGS. Mr. kedder explained it Lo the sergeant mn 
your Po hee, cid he? 

Mr. Corpweii. Yes, sir. 

conti Hy NNINGS, Now on the matter of keeping records, you 
make up a police report ordinarily and put in it the usual things, the 
circumstances, under which you made an observation which may or 
may not lead to further Investigation and police acti ity ¢ 

Ir. Corpwein. Yes, sir. 

Senator hh NNINGS., And you did sO in this ea Se, chic you! 

Mr. Corpwett. I made the report, sit 

Senator Hexnines. And what was the date of this report ¢ 

Mr. Corpweii. Like I stated before, it is between the 7th of No 
vember and the 12th of November. 

Senator HeNNINGs. Bet ween the 7th and lveth, a period of some 4 
day ; You do not. of course. keep any bound volume of police re 
ports in headquarters / 

Mr. Corpwexiu. No, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Those reports, I assume, are filed in what you 
{ all your record root, are they not / : 

Mr. Corpwe.y. 1 turned it across the desk to the clerk. Now the 
clerks work— 

Senator Hennines. You have a record room there in the head 
quarters in Baltimore, do you not / 

Mr. Corpweii. Yes, sir. 

Senator HenninGs. A police record room where everything is in 
files? J 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Yes, sir. 

Senator HENNINGs. pi that you did / 


Mr. Corpweii. Yes, si 
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Senator Henninos. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. BECKER. May I continue my examination, sir? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. When the incident occurred between November 7 and 
November 12 and Mr. Fedder told you that he was taken for a ride, 
you did not place too much importance on it, or the police department 
lid not place too much importance on that story if you so reported it, 
lid they ¢ 

Mr. Corpwe.ti. [ can't report for the police department. 

Mr. BECKER. Well how, you have been in ge police department 
ver since: do you know of any action taken by anvone in the police 
lepartment with respect to the story that Mr. Fedder was taken for a 

de and held against his will for 6 hours 4 

Mr. Corpwe.n. I don’t know of any, because— 

Mr. BECKER. Have you tried to chee k be fore you testl fied, Mi. ¢ 
well, to see if there were any records whatsoever to bear out the s 
hat you are now telling to this committee ¢ 

Mr. CoRDWELL. | did not check for records of a ride. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, aside from that, did you ¢ nee k the record 
that would help you refresh your recollection that anything was done 
by anvone in the police departme . in connection with the re port, that 
you said vou filed, about a ride of Mr. Fedder and held against his 
will for 6 hours ? 

Mr. 7 ‘ORDWELL, I checked the records for the report. 

Mr. Becker. [ ask you now, do you know of any evidence, or any 
record re any action te ‘aken by the police department at any time—at 
inv time, mind you, since the time vou told that story to your sergeant 
to this time -to this minute 

Mr. Corpwe.iyu. | know of no records. 

Mr. BECKER. In other words, at the time vou me you made that 
report, which would be between November 7 and 12, the police depart 

ent of the city of Baltimore never did anythin 
the so-called report that you said vou filed ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetu. I can’t answer that, sir. don’t know what the 
est of the police department did, 

Mr. Becker. Do vou not know—— 

Senator Henninas. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hennings. 

Senator HENNINGs. Do you as a beat patrolman go up and look 
e records of what the detective bureau does from dav to day and 
il ous parts of the city / , , 

\ir. Corpweti. No, sit 
Senator HENNINGS. Do you go up to the record room or - such 
ther place where the records may be available to you and ¢ hee k on 

the reports that your sergeant makes ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. No, sir. 

Senator HENNINGs. On various matters? 

Mr. Corpweun. No, sir, I don’t. 

Senator He NNINGS. Woul Lj It be usual pol ice procedure f “or a beat 

itrolman to do that ? 

Mr. CorpwE.u. No, sir, it would not, unless he was interested in the 
ise or working on the case with the sergeant or superior. 


/ 


rin connection with 
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Senator Hennrinés. Do you know what the sergeant may have done 
or may not have done in ous case in connection withthe so-called ride / 

Mr. Corpwety. No, sir, I don’t. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. When the incident was told to you by Mr. Fedder, did 
you place any great importance on it 4 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I did not, sir; no. 

Mr. Becker. You did not think it was of any importance at all 
when he told it to you? 

Mr. Corpwety. I didn’t. 

Senator Henprickson. He told it to whom ? 

Mr. Becker. When Mr. Fedder told it to you? 

Mr. Corpweii. Mr. Fedder told it to me, 1 didn’t place too much im 
portance in it but I still told my sergeant about it. 

Mr. Becker. I see, but you did not place too much importance 
on it! 

Senator Henprickson. May I ask a question? Officer Cordwell, 
why did you not place importance on this story then, what was the 
reason that it did not seem important to you? 

Mr. Corpwetu. Well, sir, I have a post to patrol and I have other 
matters which come up from time to time, you still have to get around. 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr. Corpweti. And the way I understand the ride didn’t happen 
on my post. I reported to my superior and it was out of my hands 
then. 

Senator Henprickson. But, sir, you say here was a man who was 
highly nervous, frightened about something, tells you about a ride and 
you did not place too much importance on it. Did you suggest to 
Mr. Fedder that he might go down to the headquarters with you and 
make a report down there about this ride? 

Mr. Corpweit. I don’t think I suggested—1 know I did not sug 
gest to him going down with me. 

Senator Henprickson. You did not think it was important enough ; 
is that right? 

Mr. Corpweii. I think I told Mr. Fedder—I am not positive now 
that he should contact headquarters and they, in turn, would see about 
protecting him and his property. 

Senator Henprickson. You told Mr. Fedder that on Novembe 
the 6th? 

Mr. Corpwe. I said I think I told him, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, now—— 

Mr. Corpwetyi, Iam not positive I told him. 

Senator Henprickson. You either think or you know, Mr. Cordwel! 

Mr. Corpweti. Well, I am not positive I told him. It was not or 
November 6. It was whatever night it was between November 7 and 
12, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Now here is a man whose door was open and 
you go down there and you find him in a highly nervous state; was 
he nervous because the door was open or was he nervous about some 
thing else? 

Mr. Corpweti. Well, that I couldn’t IT mean, T couldn't expla 
to you, because I don’t know. 
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Senator Henprickson. Well, it could have been because the door 

“As open ; could it not / 

Mr. Corpweii. Well, we have had that door open numerous times 

fore and he did not appear to be that nervous. 

Senator Henprickson. But you did testify that he was nervous sub 

quently when he found the door open, but not quite as hervous as 
was on the 6th. 

\ir. Corpwe.ti. Where do you get the 6th from, sir? 

senator HENDRICKSON. Was it not November 67 

Mr. Corpwetn. IT mean January 61 found the door open. 

Mr. Becker. Between November 7 and 12. 

Senator Henprickson. You made a report, was it January 74 

Mr. Becker. January 6 and 26. 

Senator Hy se KSON. Lam wrong about the report. Tam wrong 

bout the detail of the report. Sut vou said vou had vone dow) 

ere subs soncioar after you made the report and found the door 
en. Ido not care —_— the date partic ul: arly. 

Mr. Corpweii. Yes, si 

Senator HENDRICKSON. ieee you found him nervous that time, too. 

think your testimony will show that. Do you recall saying that 

ere this morning 4 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Well now, I ask you again, Was he more 

set the first time or the second time / 

Mr. Corpweiu. He was more upset the first time, sir. 

senator Hi NDRICKSON. But you did not think that the thing was 

suflic ient Importance to say to Fedder, “You better come on down 

he adqui irters and tell this story down there” ¢ 

Mr. Corpweti. That is right, sir. 

Senator Henpricxson. That is the reason, probably, the record did 

t make any Impression, either, on you or on the se rveant. 

Mr. CORDELL. It could be. SIT. hee ‘ause an open door is a common 

urrence. We might find in the district, there might be four or five 

oors in a tour of duty. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. You told this committee that this ride did not happen 

your beat. How did you know that / 

Myr. CORDWELL. Like I stated before, Mr Fedder told me sketchy 

out the ride. 

Mr. Becker. What did he tell you sketehy—I am talking now of 

‘first time that you knew anything about it. What was the sketchy 
versation / 

Mr. Corpweiy. Well, he stated that when he came down after I 
d him he did not come into the street and he did not see me in 
treet. He rode around until he found the other officer and brought 

n down. He said because. that he had been taken for a ride. He 

is held in his ear for about 6 hours riding around the town and 

s that he did not know whether he was being called down for t} 

or or somebody else was calling him. 

Mr. Becker. Did he tell you any other details about it / 

Mr. Corpwein. No. he did not. 

Mr. BECKER. What was the nature of the conversation: that took 
e prior to Christmas: tell us about that conversation / 
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Mr. Corpweti. That conversation was between my sergeant, George 
Stadter, and Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Becker. And when was that? 

Mr. Corpwert. I don’t know the exact date. It was just before 
Christmas. 

Mr. Becker. Were you present / 

Mr. Corpwetu. I was present, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And was that in the newspapers at that time / 

Mr. Corpwetn. What did you say, sir! 

Mr. Becker. Was it already in the newspapers when you talked to 
him, the publicity about it ¢ 

Mr. Corpwein. That I couldn’t tell you, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And what was the basis of Mr. Fedder coming into 
the police station and telling you that ¢ 

Mr. Corpweii. Mr. Fedder did not come into the police station. 

Mr. Becker. Where was this? 

Mr. Catpweti. When Mr. Fedder pulled into the garage with his 
ear. 

Mr. Becker. What garage are you talking about ? 

Mr. Corpweti. The Commercial Garage. 

Mr. Becker. Who owns the Commercial Garage / 

Mr. Corpweti. Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Becker. Was Mr. Fried there at that time ? 

Mr. Corpweua.. Yes, sir, Mr. Fried was. 

Mr. Becker. Now tell us the conversation that took place before 
Christmas in the presence of Mr. Fried and Mr. Fedder and the ser 
geant and vou. 

Mr. CorpWeELL. I was not in the conversation. The conversation 
was between my sergeant and Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Beck] R. | know, but tell Us what you heard and what was said 
in your presence, in the presence of Mr. Fried and Mr. Fedder and 
your sergeant; tell us what you heard. 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Like I said before, I still didn’t—I was not too 
interested in it. I was reporting it to my sergeant. My sergeant 
was talking to Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Becker. I know, but I am asking you now, Mr. Cordwell, tell 
us about the conversation that took place in the presence of Mr. Fried, 
Mr. Fedder, and the sergeant ; just relate the conversation as best you 
ean recall it. 

Mr. Corpweti. Well, as best as I can recall, Mr. Fedder explained 
to the sergeant about the ride, being ridden around for 6 hours, and 
my sergeant more or less reassured him that a lot of it was his imag 
nation. 

Mr. Becker. Go ahead and continue, Mr. Cordwell. 

Mr. Corpwetu. So far as the actual conversation—— 

Mr. Becker. That is, the sergeant told Mr. Fedder in the presence of 
Mr. Fried that this was a lot of imagination, is that right; a lot of 
it was his imagination / 

Mr. Corpweti. Well, Mr. Fedder was telling the sergeant about 
how seared he was. He was scared for his family. And my sergeant 
told him that, “You have nothing to be seared of,” that it had already 
been reported to, I think, reported to the Senate at that time, th 
subcommittee, or one of them. 

Mr. Becker. How do you know that; who said that; Mr. Fedder? 
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Mr. Corpwe.i. Mr. Fedder had told him who he had contacted, he 
had contacted. 

Mr. Becker. I see. 

Mr. Corpwe.i. And the sergeant says, “You have nothing to be 
afraid of from those people,” that “you are under Senate jurisdiction 
now’; that “you should stop this worrying and try to lead a normal 
life.” 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Becker, if you please. Did this conversation 
take place before you and Mr. Fried: were you and Mr. Fried present 
during that conversation ¢ 

Mr. Corpweu.. Yes, ma’am. 

Mr. BECKER. And this took place in Mr. Kried’s Varage, as 
derstand it ¢ 

Mr. Corpweu.. No, sir: took place in Mr. Fedder’s office. 

Mr. Becker. In Mr. Fedder’s office / 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Yes. 

Mr. SECKI R, How did Vou vet into Mr. Fedder’s office, and how Was 
Mr. Fried in Mr. Fedder’s office at that time ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. After I spoke to Mr. Fedder he told me about how 
he was worrying. I called for my sergeant. When my sergeant 
came down we went up to Mr. Fedder’s office and met Mr. Fedder, 
and the conversation was taking place when Mr. Fried came in. 

Mr. Becker. I see. And what time of the day was this? 

Mr. Corpwetu. I think it was in the morning, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Beg pardon ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetu. I think it was in the morning. 

Mr. Becker. And do you know about how manv days before Christ 
mas it was? 

Mr. Corpweiu, Offhand T could not tell you, sir. 

Mr. BECKER. And how long did this conversation take place in 
Mr. Fedder’s office / 

Mr. Corpwetu. It wasn’t over 10 minutes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And did you talk to Mr. Fedder or Mr. Fried about 
this matter again after the conversation just before Christmas / 

Mr. Corpweiy. I say just before Christmas, did I talk to? 

Mr. Becker. No. I will withdraw the question. When was the 
next time that you talked to Mr. Fedder or Mr. Fedder talked to you 
about this matter ¢ 

Mr. Corpwenu.. I don't recollect talking to Mr. Fedder about this 
uni more, 

Mr. Becker. When was the next time you talked to Mr. Fried about 
this matter ¢ 

Mr. Corpweiu. I didn’t talk to Mr. Fried about it. 

Mr. Becker. When did you talk to anyone after that time / 

Mr. Corpweiu. I didn’t make any statements about it. 

Mr. Becker. Did you talk to him at all after that, when you saw 
the news in the press ¢ 

Mr. CorpweLu. No, sir. The only times I ever saw Mr. Fedder 
ifter that would be voing into his place of business, and | happei ed 
to be working at that time. 

Mr. Becker. Well, if you had a certain interest in the matter prior 
to the time that there was any publicity, would it be natural after 
the matter broke in the press that you would have a double interest 
to talk to him about it, or that he would talk to you about it ¢ 
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Mr. Corpweiy. Well, sir, when you talk to somebody about some 
thing that has broken in the press, you generally wind up in the midd|: 
of it, and I did not want to get in the middle. 

Mr. Becker. You have seen Mr. Fried’s garage, which is on you 
beat ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And you had occasion to see him since the time that 
you talked to him about this matter, or was present at the conversatio! 
when this subject was discussed ¢ 

Mr. Corpweti. Like I say, sir, 1 work three different shifts, and 
I think it was right after New Year’s when I went back on night work 

Mr. Becker. Wouldn't it be natural, Mr. Cordwell, to talk to hin 
about it ¢ 

Mr. Corpweiu. It probably would have, if I had run into him. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Cordwell, I recall your testimony at the 
early part of my examin: ition, and you said, and correct me if L mis 
quote you, that you never discussed this matter with anyone from the 
time it occurred until 2 days ago, when someone called you or spoke 
to you on the phone; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Corpweiu. I did not make that statement, sir; did I 

Mr. Becker. Were you asked that question when you were first 
called in this matter ? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Repeat your question, please. 

Mr. Becker. Were you asked that question when you were first 
called into this matter? The first time you were asked to come down 
here and testify as a witness ¢ 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I answered it, the first time I was called to come 
down as a witness was 2 nights ago. 

Mr. Becker. Two nights ago? 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Yes, by telephone. 

Mr. Becker. All right. And who telephoned you? 

Mr. Corpwetut. Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. Becker. And did you answer a question that from the time the 
incident occurred, between November 7 to November 12, that you did 
not discuss the matter with anyone until you came here ¢ 

Mr. Corpwe.u. Well, I have to take that back, if I said I did not. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, instead of taking it back, Mr. Cordwell, 
then the statement that you gave to this committee, if you did make 
such a statement, would not be correct 4 

Mr. Corpwe.z. It would not be correct, if I told him I did not, 
because | spoke to two reporters. 

Mr. Becker. When did you talk to the reporters? 

Mr. Corpweiy. Offhand 1 cannot tell you the exact date. 

Mr. Becker. Who are the reporters you pune to? 

Mr. Corpweti. I don’t know their names, but they are sitting in 
the room. 

Mr. Becker. Could you point them out ¢ 

Mr. Corpwe.i. They came to my house. 

Mr. Becker. When was that ¢ 

Mr. Corpweiu. It was on a Saturday night, and the exact date 
don't know. I was off from February 18 to March 4. 

Mr. Becker. Was that recently / 

Mr. Corpweti. That is right, February 18 of this year, to March 
4, I was on leave, and they came to my house on a Saturday night. 
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Mr. Becker. Did you t: alk to the reporters / 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I talked to the reporters. 

Mr. Becker. Did a story appear in their papers on it ¢ 

Mr. CorpweE.tu. That [ could not tell you. I don’t take the Wash- 
ngton papers. 

Mr. Becker. The first time you talked to your sergeant about this 
matter was around November 7th to the 12th, some day in that week. 
Now, when was the next time that you talked to the same sergeant, 
ibout this same subject matter / 

Mir. Corpweti. 1 believe it was in December, when 1 called him 
down to see Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. Becker. When you called him down to see Mr. Fedder, what 
was the purpose of calling him down / 

Mr. Corpwetn. | called my sergeant down so that he would know 
more of the facts about Mr. Fedder. He is on my post, and he started 
to tell about the ride. 

Mr. Becker. Is there a written report of the conversation in Mr. 
Fedder’s office, in the police records at the city hall / 

Mr. Corpwein. That I could not tell you. 

Mr. Becker. Do you think it is important enough that prior to 
your coming here as a witness, to have checked the records and see 
whether there was a record of that conversation / 

Mr. Corpwett. Well, like I stated before, I just got the call the 
night before last. 

Mr. Becker. Well, you have had 2 days in which to check thi 
records. 

Mr. Corpweiu. Yes, sir. Yesterday morning I got up at 3 o'clock 
and had to be to work at 4, and I worked close to I last night. 

Mr. Becker. Well, would you— 

Mr. Corpwe.t. I was at a polling place yesterday, because yester 
day was election in Baltimore. 

Mr. Becker. I am not going to ask you who won. But asa police 
man of the city of Baltimore, don’t you think that it would be logical, 
normal, natural and good police practice that a report be made of the 
conversation that took place in Mr. Iedder’s office just a little bit 
before Christmas / 

Mr. Corpweii. Are you asking me if I think it should be done / 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Corpwey. I think that is unfair. I am not a sergeant, it is 
ip tomy sergeant. He had the conversation, and if he made a report 
| don’t know about it. 

Mr. Becker. Now, may I ask the chairman, please, that we keep 
this witness here and call for the police records of the ¢ ity of Balti- 
more. I] have not seen any statement by this man and I just want to do 
that and try to save time. 

Senator Monroney. You want the man to stay sub ject to the call of 
the committee while we get the polic e records of the ¢ ity of Baltimore, 
or do you want the police records to be brought in and recall the 
witness ¢ 

Mr. Becker. That is correct, that can be done, but I reserve my 
further examination until that time. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, you may reserve your examination. 

iatter will be taken up by the subcommittee in executive session. 

Senator Hendrickson ? 
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Senator Henprickson. No questions at the moment. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ¢ 

Senator Smrru. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

You talked with Mr. Fedder several times. Did he ever say that 
he was so disgusted that he thought it was about time to call his fore 
man down and close the <1 also @ 

Mr. Corpwetn. Yes, si 

Senator Smirx. Did os say that more than once? Not to be spe 
cific, but was it an observation that he made only once ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. He made it only once, that I can reeall. 

Senator Smrra. You have stated that Mr. Fedder seemed jittery 
and seemed frightened. Did he tell you, other than the time that 
vou have mentioned on the ride, why he was jittery? Was that the 
only time he said he was nervous? 

Mr. Corpwey. Just before Christmas, when he told me he was 
losing weight from nervousness and worry about this investigation. 

Senator SmituH. Did he tell you that very night that he came down, 
that you thought he appeared nervous? Did you just think he ap- 
peared nervous, or did he say that he was nervous that night ? 

Mr. Corpwetx. He stated he was nervous. 

Senator Smirn. That very night? 

Mr. Corpweti. And he appeared nervous in his ways. 

Senator Smiru. That was not the time that he gave you the sketchy 
story about the ride? 

Mr. Corpweti. That was the time. 

Senator SmirH. He gave it to you at the same time? 

Mr. Corpwetu. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Now, I understood you to say something about 
Mr. Fried. When did you speak to him about Mr. Fedder’s comment 
on the ride? 

Mr. Corpwett. I think I spoke to Mr. Fedder—— 

Senator Smiru. No, Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Corpwet.. I mean Mr. Fried, 1 or 2 nights after I called him 
down about the door. 

Senator Smira. What was your conversation with him, Mr. 
Cordwell 7 

Mr. Corpwetu. I told Mr. Fried that T had called Mr. Fedder down, 
and that he had told me something about being taken for a ride, 
and T had the rear door open, and he told me something about being 
taken for a ride. 

Mr. Fried frequently came down to his place of business at 12, 
or 2 o’clock in the morning, because the people that he hired, some of 
them would drink, get drunk on the job. Some of the people there 
would park cars and conveniently forget to put charge tickets on 
them, and he came down to check on his people. 

So I stated to Mr. Fried that “You are down here quite often. if 
vou see anything wrong in the block, give us a call right away.” 

Senator Smiru. Did you say specifically to Mr. Fried that Mr. 
Fedder had said that he had been taken for a ride and was pretty 
nervous about it, and you wondered what it was all about / 

Mr. Corpwetxi. I cannot truthfully answer whether I said it that 
way or het 

Senator SMirn. Or something to that effect ? 

Mr. Corpweti. It could have been something to that effect. 
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Senator Smirn. I wondered why you went to Mr. Fried, rather 
than directly to Mr. Fedder about it. What gave you an idea that 
Ir. Fried would know about Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. Well, like I stated, that is a dark street, it is . the 
beaten path at night, and it is all business there. We used to have 
uite a few burglaries through there, and I spoke to Mr. Fried and 
| spoke to all workers there in the garage. 

Senator Smirn. At other times? 

Mr. Corpwety. At other times? 

Senator Siri. Yes. 

Mr. Corpwetn. That if they see anybody in that street at night that 

1e\ don’t know, o r they didn’t think shoul | be there, then to vive us 

all and we woul 1 investigate it. 

Senator Smirn. Did you speak to anvone else besides Fried there 

the block ¢ 

Mr. Corpweii. No, ma’am: I did not. 

Senator Smrru. Now, as 1 understand it, you reported the remark 
iit Mr. Fedder made to you to your sergeant, and vou and the ser 
ceant went down and talked with Mr. Fedder, and Mr. Fried came 

and the conversation was carried on among the four of vou, o1 
efore the two of you. 

Mr. Corpwentn. That is right. It was between my sergeant and Mr. 
redder. 

Senator Smirn. And no one else was present / 

Mr. Corpweiu. No, ma’am. 

Senator Smirnu. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

\Ir. Becker. Please, sir. 

I was looking at Mr. Fedder’s testimony, Officer, and readin 

ve IS4. w hen Mr. Fedder testified before this committee, he 
“T didn’t tell him anything.” 

I am now referring to Mr. Fedder telling the police officer, * 

him anything.” 

Phat was the testimony that Mr. Fedder gave to this comn 

Now, I will ask vou to pause a moment and think agan 


A 


this committee whether or not there was anv conversatiol 
eel Vou and Mr. Fedder about this ride on the incident 
ave now related to this committee. 
Mr. C'ORDWELL. \s I stated before, Mr. Fedder gave me a sketc!] \ 
ilk about being taken for a ride, and that was whi he had not came 


the block, when he didn’t see me, and went up and rol the other 
flicer. 
Mr. Br KER, Office iT’. again | ask Vou, atter | lust quoted onlv this 
xcerpt of the testimony about what Mr. Fedder -_ | this committee 
nder oath—think whether or not you may be mistaken about the 
mversation that took place just before C] get Just pause 
oment and think, sir. 
Mr. Corpweii. Well, I 
Mr. Beewt e Is it ree le that vou may be mixed up in vour 
tion. In other words, the conversation which took place just heft 
ristmas, may have been impressed on your mind, so that you could 
Ot very well follow the sequence oft it. and perhaps the conversation 
d not take place Is it possible that vour recollection may be a 
le bit wrong / 
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Mr. Corpweti. I am almost positive that when we went through the 
building to go to lock the door, that he gave me this sketchy talk about 
the ride. In other words, he was accounting for the other officer being 
in the car. 

Mr. Becker. Would you say, then, that you are now certain that you 
did have a conversation with Mr. Fried—I am sorry, Mr. Fedder- 
and that Mr. Fedder talked to you about this so-called ride sometime 
between November 7 and November 12? 

Mr. Corpweti. On that night I am almost positive he was trying 
more or less to explain why the other officer was in the ear. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. Now, Officer, what night was this? 

Mr. Corpweti. As I stated before. it was between November 7 
and November 12. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. Iam not trying to confuse you, 
I just wanted to identify the time. 

Mr. Corpweiu. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Just a moment, please. Mr. Cordwell, I want to find 
another bit of testimony here, as I recall it. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smira. When I was talking with vou, I was thinking about 
the one night between the 7th and the 12th. That was what yo 
understood me to say, was it not, when I asked vou if you spoke to 
Mr. Fried about Mr. Fedder being nervous and jittery / 

Mr. Corpweii. That is right. 

Senator Smirn. And that. as I understood vou to say, was after 
Mr. Fedder had said to vou that he had been t: aken on a ride? 

Mr. Corpweti. That is right. 

Senator SmirH. Or that he had been taken for a ride. 

Mr. Corpwetui. Yes. 

Senator SMITH. So you did not speak to Mr. Fried until after M: 
Fedder had given you a story, a sketchy story ¢ 

Mr. Corpwe.t.. That is correct. 

Senator Smiru. That is all. 

Senator Henninoes. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Officer ¢ ‘ordwell. I for one—I don’t speak f0o1 
the committee—but I think you have been very kind in coming ove: 
here to give us your testimony. Now, you and T know that in many 
trials of cases the favorite indoor sport of counsel is to make a polic: 
officer look like a fool. if he ean. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr, Chairman. 

Senator HeENNniNGs. I want to say to you, sir—— 

Senator Monroney. Please, just a moment. 

Senator Henprickson. As I say, I hate to take issue with my di: 
tinguished colleague. 

Senator Hennines. I am not referring to you, Senator, nor t 
Mr. Becker. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. then. 

Senator Hennrnes. I want to say to you, as one who has had a | 
tle familiarity in these matters, representing the State in crimina 
trials over a period of years in years past, that I think the course of 
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conduct which you pursued was consistent with good police routine 
and duty. 
I am going to ask you if you have any interest in the outcome of 
hese proceedings. 
Mr. Corpwe.i. No, I have not. 
Senator Hennines. Has anyone persuaded you or otherwise sug 
ested to you that your testimony in this matter be oiven In a spe 
fic way as to certain of the material facts that you have told us 
bout here today ? 
Mr. Corpwe.u. No: there was not. 
Senator Hennines. And to the best of your recollection you are 
lling this committee the truth ? 
Mr. Corpweuu. That is correct. 
Senator HenNiNGs. I believe that is all. 
Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 
Mr. BECKER. I beheve Senator Hendrickson has il question. 
Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 
Senator Henprickson. Yes, I have a question. 
Senator Monroney. <All right. 
Senator Henprickson. Mr. Cordwell. I am going to read to vou 
from the testimony of Mr. Fedder before the committee on Feb: ary 
(, 1951. , 
Mr. Corpwetn. What date was that, sir? 
Senator Henprickson. February 27, 1951, starting at page 186. 
I asked Mr. Fedder if his studied statement, his prepared statement 
is not correct, and his reply was that: 
Everything in the studied statement is correct, except at one point I 
th the exception of Mr. Mundy I had not spoken to anyone until Decen 
) but there should be two exceptions, Mr. Mundy, and also Mr. Fried 


\nd then Senator Smith asked the question : 
(re you sure there are not more exceptions? 
Mr. Fedder replied : 


I don’t remember. Of Course, Mr. Fried told Mr. Friedenberger about it. } 
lid not talk to Mr. Friedenberger direct, and I also have another error there 
in What IT said, but an error of omission, when Mr. Ray Dempsey came to 


hie 


Senator HENDRICKSON. Do you realize you are making this statement 


Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir, I realize I am making it under oath, and T have ne 
re to do anything wrong 

Senator HENDRICKSON. All right, just so you realize it 

Senator SMrtH. I just wanted to be sure | did not misunderstand that name 
1 were trying to tell us about. 

Mr. FepperR. That is right, if I were trying to hide anything I would not 
tion Mr. Dempsey’s name. I told Mr. Dempsey the story also 


Now then, I asked him this question : 


Did you tell the policemen the story? 

Mr. FepperR. No, sir 

Senator HeENpRICKSON. You did not tell the policemen the storv? 

\nd Mr. Fedder said: “Not then.” 

Now. who is right about this? I mean, I want the truth about 

e thing, and IT am inclined to agree with the Senator from Missouri 
I do want to know. 
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Before you answer, Mr. Fedder added: 


I don’t think so. To the best of my knowledge, I did not tell any policemat 
or any Government officials about it until after the 19th of December, 

Now, who is right or wrong about this, that is what I want to know, 

Mr. Corpweti. Well, 1 mean, are you questioning my statement, 
sir ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. No. I want to know, do you stand by your 
statement that Mr. Fedder did tell you about it before December 19 / 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I am standing by my statement that there was a 
sketchy conversation of why the other officer was in the car. 

Senator Henprickson. But it was a sketchy conversation ? 

Mr. Corpwei.. About being taken for a ride and held in his ear for 
6 hours. 

Senator Henprickson, It was a sketchy story / 

Mr. Corpwe.n, ‘That was more or less why he was afraid to com 
in the block. so he went and got the other officer. 

Senator Henprickson. Was the general nature of the story that 
he had been held for six hours in his car? 

Mr. Corpwenti, That is right. 

Senator Hi NDRICKSON, And he did tell vou that on or about—I am 
not particular about the date, Mr. Cordwell—but on or about Novem 
ber 6/ 

Mir. Corpweii. Well, the might I called the sergeant. 

Senator HEenprickson, Yes. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any further questions, Mr. 
Becker 7 

Mr. Becker. None further at this time, but To am reserving my) 
right that the witness be recalled. 

Senator Monronry. Yes. Mr. McDermott / 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Cordwell, in reviewing your testimony, 
and we are interested im the facts as you recall them. will you state 
what Mr. Fedder told you about having been taken for a ride, and 
he was s ared the night that this incident occurred, about which VO 
originally testified, and you then reported that conversation to Set 
vrennt Stadter: is that correct; you reported to Sergennt Stadter what 
lFedder had. in substance, told vou! 

Mr. Corpweun. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then I believe you then knew that Sergeant 
Stadter did go to Mr. Fedder and had a conversation with him about 
] is that correct / 

Mr. Corpweii. Not at that time, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Subsequent to that time? 

Mr. Corpwetn. The only time that I know that the sergeant wen! 
and spoke to Mr. Fedder was right before Christmas. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know of your own personal knowledg 
whether Sergeant Stadter went to Mr. Fedder at any time, other tha 
that visit / 

Mr. Corpwens.. To my personal knowledge; no, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is Sergeant Stadter’s present situation 
lL understand that he has hada stroke: is that correct / 

Mr. Corpweti. He has had a stroke, and he had another one o 
top of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is he at home and in bed ? 
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Mr. Corpweiu. He is at home in bed. His left side is paralyzed. 
saw him about 2 weeks ago. 

Mr. Me Dermorr. Did you have any opportunity 

iter with him before you Came down here tod L\ ¢ 

Mir. CorDWELL. No: I have not. because 2 week 
mn he did hot recoonize niy selt or another ofthc 
Mir. McDermorr. I would like at this point to 


t 
} 


i 


! 
unit Sti 


am going to make an effort to obtain 
lter, which L regard as material | 
Vol testified 


he nicht before last. 


MceDermorr. 
the room: 
Mr. Corpweti. That 
Mir. McDermorvr. 
Mr. Corpwenn. It 
lime | 
Mr. McDern | 
Mr. Corpwetn. I could. 
Mr. McDrermorr. Will vou ¢ 
Mir. Corpweti. This voung 
\ ¢ behind her |i tin . 
Mr. McDermorr. Yes: that is Miss Estelle Ga 
1 Kloepfer, of the Washington ‘Times-Herald ¢ 
Mr. Corpweuu. Yes. 
Mr. McDermorr. Where did this 
Mr. Corpwe.ti. In my home. 
Ir. McDrermorr. This was ona Saturday 1 
Mr. Corpwein. That is rig! 
Mr. McDermorr. What time of 
Mr. Corpwern. I think it v 


Sittin 


t 
i 


hetween Gand &. 
Mr. McDermorr. Were they accompa 
Mir. Corpwetn. No. . 
Mir. McDermorr. Did you tell them 
wine transaction about which vou 
Mr. Corpwein. That is right: they 
he ride, of the open door. 
Mr. MeDermorr. And did vou e 
formation vou have given this subco 
Mr. Corpwetn. That is correct. 
Mr. McDermorr. What observation 
tory ¢ 
Mr. Corpwet.. [asked them if tl 
“T don’t want to be mixed up in it, I 
Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 
Mr. CorpWELL. And they stated that the main tl 
the date of the open door. and that more or 
eitand they would not print it. 
Mr. McDernmorr. Did they make anv other observation with 
e to your story, as it related to Mr. Fedder’s testimony or st: 


if) l 
i 
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Mr. Corpwextu. They said it more or less corroborated Mr. Fed«: 
story. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. Now, have other investigators e 
approached you with reference to this incident 4 

Mr. Corpwe.i. No: they have not. 

Mr. McDrermorr. And you have never given a signed statement 
anyone covering your familiarity with this transaction 4 

Mr. Corpwe.u. I have not. 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings / 

Senator HenninGs. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. When you came upon the unlocked dooi 
November 7 or & did Mr. kFedder vO into detail about the so-cal 
automobile ride? Did he tell vou W here the ride took place, how | 
it took, or what territory it covered, or when it took place, or the hal 
ot t he people Involved ¢ 

Mr. Corpweni. No, sir: he did not. 

Senator Monroney. He just described it in general terms / 

Mr. Corpweni. As being taken for a ride, held im his ear for abe 

hom ‘ and rode around town. 


‘ 


Senator Monroney. In other words, he did hot have in mind v 
] id 
i 


ing you only an explanation of why he was nervous and afrat 


come up to his building alone at night / 


Mir. CorpweLbu. That was mis imspression, 

Senator Monroney. That was your impression ¢ 

Mir. Corpweii. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. And that was the reason that vou did not 

out the detective squad or anything else, to make a full investigat 
ot it 
Mir. Corpwetn. That is right, sir. 
Senator Monroney. And if he had been seeking Investigation, 
would probably have taken the matter to the police station, and m 
the comipiainet,; tl df heen interviewed D\ the Detective Bureau thie 
would he not / 

Mr. Corpwetn. He would have. 

Senator Monronery. Isn't that generally the way that these in 
tig irons start 4 lf there was any desire on the part of the comp! 
ant. he would not complain tou patrolman on the beat, or expect 
to take the matter on through for him, but he probably would go 
hie raquarcvers al cl l » that complaint there, if he was seeking LV 
tigation. 

Mir. CorpweLi. That is rieht. 

Senator Monronry. At no time did he give you the full story. 
the dates or the places: it was merely incidental to the fact for 1 
rensol why he was afraid and friehtened to go into the place 
lf. 

Mr. Corpwetyi. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Thank vou. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman. 

senator MonrRON}] Y. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. You did not suggest that he go to po 
headquarters ind make a complaint, did you! 

Mr. Corpwetn, Offhand, I could not tell you whether I did or 1 
SIr. 


himise 
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Senator Hi NDRICKSON, Well, vou would know, sir. wouldn't vou, 11 
told somebody to go to police headquartet saftera story like this 
\[r. Corpwe.L.. Well, like I Say, I don’t know, sir. whether I did tell 
or not, but I did tell him, I remember telling him that if he ; 


iled at mght, which we tell 


fea that it is nota ( 


wy 
1] 


lt 
ec them, or 7 
' 
{ 


oes not ver) 


for ¢ 
m. and then go down to 

itor HENDRICKSON 

at vou did not \ 
CORDWELL. No, si 

BECKER, lL have on | eSstlol 
itor Monroney. Mr. Becker. 
BECKER. Mir. ordwell, afte Mi 


he other officer w ith vou at the time / 


, 


CorRDWELL. You sav after he told me 


Becker. No, sir: at the time e 
Fedder, was the other office presel t ¢ 
\Ir. Corpwe.tu. No; he was not. 
\ir. Becker. Where was the other officer ? 
\ir. CorpweLL. The other officer, wher 
mie step out of the alley, the other oth 
come up and got him and asked 
he saw me he said, “Well, I 
Mr. Becker. Did vou te 
Mr. Fedder told you / 
Mr. Corpwe.u. No, T did not 
Becker. And the other 


C ORDWELL. 
Becker. He wa 

het ween Novemb 
Corpweni. He came 
Becker. Now, 
he meide) 
C'ORDWELL. 
KER 

RDWELL. 

eEcCKER. Whe 


‘ORDWELL. 


‘ORDWELI 
Becker. Did you 
( ORDWELL. 
nt. 
Becker. One 
ried 4 
CorpWELL. That is meht 
Mr. Beeker. And you told Mr. 
Mr. Corpwetu. I told him that Mr. 
oOha nieht or two before, mnid Nr. 
} 1 


id said somet Une about bell 
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Mr. Becker. You told that to Mr. Fried two nights after the in 
dent occurred; is that right ? 

Mr. Corpweii. Well, like I say, I don’t know whether it was o1 
or two nights afterward. 

Mr. Becker. When was the next time you talked to Mr. Fried 
about it ? 

Mr. Corpwetu. I had not discussed it with Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Becker. Well, didn’t you tell us that Mr. Fried was prese 
during the conversation rust before Christmas at Mr. I° eck ler’ s oflic 

Mr. Corpwext. I stated that Mr. Fedder and my sergeant had t) 
econvers ition, and Mr. ried caine in. 

Mr. Becker. But vou were present when Mr. Fried was in t] 
room, in Mr. Ifedder’s oflice 2 

Mr. Corpwet.. That is correct 

Mr. BEecKER. Is there any particular reason question withdrawn. 

How many times have you talked to Mr. Fried about this matter? 
Mr. Corpweti. To my knowledge, just that once. 
Mr. Breck) R. Did he take any ofl ‘tal report or statement from VO 
or an aflidavit of any kind, for this committee / 

[r. Corpweii. No: he did not. 

Mr. Beexer. Did he ever interview vou since mes neident, and tel] 
you that he was taking a statement from you for the use of this 





committee ¢ 

Mr. Corpwetyi. No; he did not. 

Mr. BECKER. You hever gave Mr. Fried, or : un yone else on this com 
mittee, a statement ot any kind Coli ‘ermine thi s ine ident that you 
have narrated to this committee this morning: is that right? , 

Mr. CorpweE.u, No; I have not. 

Mr. Becker. And you could not find a record in the police depart 
ment of this report—giving the Saleen on Which vou now gave to 
this committee 4 

Mr. Corpwe ti. I could not find any 

Mr. BECKER. \\ il] you be eo0od enough, when you go back to the 
police departme ht, to ¢ ‘heck the records care fully and see if Vou cal 
find any such record or report of the inci dent that you told this cor 
mittee about / 

Mr. Corpwetx. Well, like I stated before, I still take orders fron 
boss. | meah, I have to have the police department's permission Lo 





vo through the records, They are not my records, 

Mr. Beexer. Will you be good enough, then, to ask someone’s pel 
mission in the pol ce cd partme nt for you to 2o through the records 
or get someone who has the » prope r author ity to check the records, it 
see if they can find any evidence or any report o fthe facts you tol 
this committee 7 

Mr. Corpwexi. The way I understand, they are checking the reeor 
how, 

Mr. Becoker. Beg pardon / 

Mr. Corpweiu. The way I understand, they have been checking the 
records for 2 days, and are checking now, 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to observe that I wi! 
personally see that the comp lete records of the Baltimore Police Di 
partment are thorough ly checked. 

Senator Monroney. All right. 

Senator Henpricxson. I have one more question, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Monron} Y. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Hy NDRICKSON, Mr. ( ordvwell, was anv written statement ot 
this conversation evér taken down in your presence ? 
Mr. Corpweiu. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. None at all? 

Mr. Corpwenti. None in my presence. 
Senator Henprickxson. Thank you. 
Senator Monronry. Senator Smith? 
Senator Smirn. I haven't any questions. 
Senator Monroney. Senator Henn nas ¢ 
Senator Henninas. No questions. 
Senator Monronry. Mr. MeDermott 2 
Mr. McDrrmorr. No questions. 

senator Monront re Thank vou very 
ning’ over al | oy * il the benef . 


] 
al Vol 


ommittee { 

eto come over 

Mr. CoRDWELL. 

Mr. Becker. I 

Senator MONRONEY. 
Mr. Becker. Officer 

. did he say he was ; 
Mr. Corpweiti. No, sir: 
Mr. Becker. He did 


a 
OUI Al 


Mr. Corpweti 
Mr. Becker. T 
Mr. McDer 
sel tol \] 
Vir. MceDero 
Mir. CORDWELL. 
Mr. McDernu 
: ar tr i 


‘ORDWELL. Ni 
Becker. Any co! 
ir. Corpweiy. No: he 
Mr. McDermorr. Did \ 
Fried after January 4. 1 
Mr. Corpwetn. No, 
Mr. McDermorr. That i 
Senator Hennines. Mr. Chain 
Mr. ried hecor e@ al invest] 
Mr. McDrrmorr. January 4, 
Senator Hennines. And t] 
January 1” 
Mr. Corpwetut. That 
Senator HenNINGS 
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Mr. Corpwety. That is right; yes, sir. 

Senator HENNINGS. So obvious ly he would not have been an 
vestigator, nor would he have disclosed the fact of his being employ 
by this committee as an employee, if he had not been; is that rig! 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Again, thank you, Officer Cordwell, for co 
ing, and we appreciate it. If it is necessary, we woul Lap prec late 
if you would return to give us the benefit of additional testimony. 

Mr. Corpweii. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Call the next witness, please. 

Mr. McDermorr. Patrolman John Louden. 

Senator Monroney. Would you state your name, sir? 

Mr. Lounen. Officer John Louden. 

Senator Monronrey. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you 
about to give in this hearing shall be the truth, the whole truth, a 
] othing but the truth ? 

Mr. Loupren. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming over 

iving us the benefit of your testimony. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN LOUDEN, POLICE OFFICER, BALTIMORE, M1 


Senator Monroney. You may proceed, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you are Mr. Louden, a patrolman of 1 
Baltimore, Md., Police De partment, is that correct? 

Mr. = pEN. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would you give us your residence address, M 


ae 
Loupen. 3123 East Monument Street, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, were you a patrolman of the Baltiny 
City Police De} artment in November of 1950? 

Mr. Loupen. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you recall an incident that occurred so 
time in November 1950, some time after midnight, when a Mr. Willia 
Fedder, the proprietor of the National Advertising Co., contacted y: 
as you were on duty on your post or beat / 

\ir. Loupen. Well, I was off my post at the time to make the « 
in. I had to cross the street, which is in a different bailiwick, and 
was about 15 minutes to 2. I had to make a call in at 10 minutes « 
the hour. I was standin ie at the box. and a car stop ped and a a 
got out and approached me, and he says, “Officer,” he says, “I have be: 
called down by the police department that my door was open, and t! 
want me to come down and see if anything is missing.” He said, 
have been riding around down to my place of business, but I have: 
seen nobody. Would you go down with me?” I said, “Sure, [I will ; 
down with you.” He said, “I am seared to go down myself, it is dao 
you can’t never tell who is down there.” I said, “I will Lo down wit 
you.” 

To verify the fact that he was called, I called the station house, a1 
the operator stated that he had called Mr. Fedder down. 

So I got in Mr. Fedder’s car, and we went down. At the time I d 
not exactly know where Balderston Street was. We passed do\ 
Charles Street and went on a parking lot which was in the rear of M 
Fedder’s place of business. The headlight shone on the back door, « 
it was definitely open. 
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| got out of the car, but I could not get to the door at that particu- 
wot. We backed up the car, and went down Charles Street, to 
itt, Pratt to Light Street, and into Balderston Street. Ollicer 
rdwell was there. 
Mor. Me DrerRMorr. That is the officer who testified immediate ly prior 
you ¢ 
Vr. Loupen. That is right. I said, “Mr. Fedde 
nd he didn’t see you.” Officer Cordwell said, “ 
yo and that is the reason he didn’t see me.” 
I told Cordwell I was going back to my 
out of my bailiwick, and I did return. 
McDrermorr. Now, at that time or on 
iy 


ite vou that he was seared ¢ 


UDEN, H 


1 there, that | 
McDermorr. That 
Loupren. He would know 
McDermorr. You drove 
.Loupen. No: he drove me dow) 
McDermorr. Or he drove you dow 
irrived on the scene. Fedder went 


r post é 


i > . . 
VTi LoUDEN. Yes. sir: becatise ( fice) 


is down there, they went throug! 

waiting for Mr. Fedder to 

for me to stay around, a 
MeDermorr. Yes. The 
time é 

LoupEN. No,s - never met him before 
McDermorr. You neve 
LoupDEN. No, sir. 
MeDermorr. Afte 

returned to your post, Is 

Loupen. TI QO 
McDeruorr. Now, 
t oceurred / 


LOUDEN. | 


ite. 

McDermorr. It was before you chang 
Loupen. Yes, before: because it h: 
ranged over to the 4 to 12 on November |: 

McDermorr. Was your participation 
id you to file a report of it ¢ 
Lot DEN, No, sir: because 1 (il not h Lippe 
Was not my post, and [I only went on the complaint of 


TT that his door Wis open, and there Wis ho need for it. 
Mi Dermorr, You merely accompanied 1m from where 
you up down to his place of business t | 

itrolman who had that post 
LOUDEN. Right 
McDermorr. You then filed no report wit] 

covering your participation in the matter / 
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Mr. Loupenr. No: I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Officer, | gather from your testimony that the o1 
conversation you had with Mr. Fedder was what was related to 1 
committee on direct eXamination, is that rielt 4 

Mr. Loupen. Yes, sir: that is what I can think of, that is the o1 
conversation that I know of, sir. 

Mr. Becker. You were present while Mr. Cordwell was being asked 
certain questions and examined 4 

Mr. Loupen. No, sir 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder did not give you any information abo 
any ride? 

Mr. Lot DEN, None whatsoever. 

Mr. Beexer. And you were with him for about how long tl 
evening? 

Mr. Loupen. With Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Louprn. Approximately, I guess about 5 minutes, the time 
ld take to get from Charles to Balderston, that is 2 squares. 


Mr. Becker. Were you there, when the oflicer was present, or d 
1 ¢ 


‘ 


you leave when you found the other ofhice 

Mr. Louprn. As soon as I saw Officer Cordwell, J left the scene, 

Mr. Becker. You left. 

Mr. Loupen. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And you said to Mr. Fedder, or Mr. Fedder told you 
that he was afraid Ye ause it Was dark aowlh there ¢ ; 
Mr, Loupen. It was dark down there, and somebody might be dow 

; 
i 


1 Which I figured was natural, beeause people 


on the police department, when peo] 


Ses red to go near the } ene 
way I took this situatio 
lid not want to get near his plac 
and he did not want t 
darkness of the street, that was 
received / 
Yes, sir. 
And there w ho r basis for any other IMpressio! 
or reason ¢ 
Mr. Loupen. None. 
Mr. Becker. That is all. 
Senator Monronry. Senator Hendrickson ? 
Senator Hrenprickson. No questions. 
Senator Monronry. Senator Smith ? 
Senator Smrru. No questions. 
Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings? 
Sel itor Hi NNINGS., No questions. . 
Senator Monroney. You definitely felt that the man was frightened, 
though, at the time he stopped and asked you to go with him? 
Mr. Loupen. Yes, sir. 
Senator Monroney. There was no question in your mind about 
that ? 
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Mr. Loupen. No, sir 

Senator Monroney. That is all. Thank you very mi for coming 
ind giving us the benefit of your testimony. 

Mr. Loupen. You are welcome 

Senator Monroney. The comm 


Pelor k. 


} 
ttee wil 


the subeomy } 


{ Whereupon, at 


ene at 2% p. m.) 
Reporrer’s Nore.—The reconvening of 


equently postponed until 10 a. m., Thursday, 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 29, 1951 


Unirep STatres SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THI 
ComMMITTEE ON Runes AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington. D. C. 

The subcommitte met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:25 a. m., mM 
om B18. Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney 
residing. ; 

Present: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith of 
Maine. and Hendrickson. 

Also present: Senator Guy Gillette: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the 
ommiuttee: Edward MeDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph kK. Becker. 
ssistant counsel. 

Senator MONRONEY. The hearimg committee will be in order. 

Counsel will call the first witness. 

Mr. McDermort. Mr. William Fedder, please. 

Senator Monronery. Will you state your name, Mr. Fedder ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. William H. Fedder. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
bout to @ive in this ease will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 

t the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. reppt r. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for returning and giving 

the advantage of your further testimony in this case, Mr. Fedder 

All right, Mr. MeDermott. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. FEDDER, ACCOMPANIED BY MARVIN 
BRAITERMAN, ATTORNEY—Resumed 


Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Fedder. we would like to review with vou 

me of the information that you gave to the subcommittee in connec- 

m with your earlier testimony before it. 

Senator Monroney. Permit the Chair to announce that there is a 
jorum of the committee present at this time. Mr. Hennings will 
in us shortly. The record will show that Senator Hendrickson, 
Senator Smith, and the chairman are present. 

Mr. McDermorr, First of all, recalling your meeting with Mr. Nilles 

d Mr. Moore at the Emerson Hotel in the city of Baltimore on the 

rly morning of Monday, November 6, from where you went to the 
ost office, do you recall the incidents to which I am referring ? 

(Senator Hennings is present.) 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: I recall the incident. 

957 
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Mr. McDermorr. As I understand your original testimony, whi 
you went to the post office you then mailed the cards that vou had 
that were addressed and st: imped | v that time, is that correct ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. There has been some conflict in the testimony of 
the various witnesses about the conversation that took place bet we: 
Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore and yourself at the post mer on that oe 
sion before Mr. Surine arrived. 

After those cards were mailed, and while you were awaiting t| 
arrival of Mr. Surine, did Mr. Nilles and Mr. Moore complain to yi 
ibout the small number of cards that had been addressed ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. They complained earlier, and while at the post offic: 

Mr. McDrermorr. Was their conversation and attitude at that tin 
intimidating or did you get the impression that they were bei 
intimidating ? 

Mr. Frepper. Oh, yes. I told them, “Let's just wait until Mr. Su 
zets here and | would straighten it out with him.” He Was one oj 
those J Fol the order from. When he rot there | would straighte) 
the matter out. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were they argumentative and quarrelsome at 
that time? W as there an argument between VOU as to these cards ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. We had an argument; I don’t remember what the argu 
ment was right now. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. At that time did you indicate to them that yo 
had mailed a large batch of cards earlier prior to their arrival é 

Mr. Frepper. I indicated that to them when I called from Mi 
Halley's house. from Mrs. Halley’s house: T called my home and found 
out that these two fellows had called my wife. 

Mr. McDermorr. | see. 

Mr. Fy DDER, And were abusive to he rover the telephone, anc she 
was practically hysterical when I spoke to her, and when I calle: 
them down at the number my wife got rs them it turned out to be 
the Emerson Hotel, and we had an argument the . over the phone, 
and they wanted to know approximately what L had, and I told then 


I thought it was 5.000 or 6.000, 1 was not sure. I had already picke 
lot of them up from the virls. and they were angry about it. I see 

now it was bad judgment, but IT thought T was using good judgment 

n tryvi Lo & ippet ase them to stop Worrving about ree: that IT had 


al aes mi aihad the batch, and after a little quarrel I hung up on then 
a went down to meet them at the Emerson Hotel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was the same subject discussed at the post office 
while you were awaiting the arrival of Mr. Surine; did that discussio 
come up again, do you recall? 

Mr. Frpper. I recall talking with them and arguing with them: | 
don’t remember exact!y what the conversation was. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Do I understand correctly that that conversation 
preceded Mr. Surine’s arrival at the post office; that was before he 
arrived ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Before he arrived. 

Mr. McDermorr. When Mr. Surine arrived, was he the only one 
of that trio that you had previously dealt with ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. He was the only one of that trio that I knew. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when Mr. Surine arrived did you explain to 
him that you had not in fact mailed the large batch of cards? 
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Mr. Fepper. I told him that I had 
them that was to quiet them down; they we 
were nastv to me: I didn’t know how to 


] } 


ison I told them to quiet them down that 
e stops to make. We had matled 5.000: t] 
Ewell Moore and Nilles: that was 
It was Q., f 


than an y 
“When you ¢ 


Ni . c 7 


Department te 


Krppi c 
MeDrro 
urred 7 
Mr. Frepper. I didi 
ca know t Was horth 
fear for my life from the 1 
fore election. 
Mr. McDermorr. Would you 
that occasion from the time 
t you back door was open 4 
Mr. Fepper. I got the eall, IT th 
of the time. I was aslee] 
al policeman. I had spoke 
one I didn't recog ize his 
ho was ealling, and said that 
wn and lock it. 


So | 


vot dressed at d fot nom 


vo near the place. | thought it might he 

d when I vot close to Balderston Street | 

and took a look at Balderston Street. 

From my conversation I remembered him mentioning the police car, 

d then I drove slowly, and I looked down Balderston Street. I 

\ neither ho police Car or aly policeman : I didn’t stand around. | 

le around the block and looked around Light Street. rode around 
several times, afraid to go into my own street, and when I saw no 
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one, then I rode around some more looking for the policeman on t] 
beat, and so there was no police on my beat, and went to the ne 
beat; saw a policemen there on Charles and Baltimore Street, I thir 
it was, and told him that I got a call to come down and lock my dox 
but that I drove around; I did not see any policeman standing ne 
the place, and if he would come with me. 

He said he would, and he went back with me. We still did not 
to Balderston Street. We pulled on the parking lot on oo 
Street, which is higher. On that parking lot on Charles Street, 
the lights on you can see the back end of my building, and it "a 
show that the door was open, so with the policem: in with me we dro 
off the parking lot off into Balderston Street, off the lot. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Had you known that policeman that was accor 
panying you at that time previously ? 

Mr. Frepper. No; I don’t know him before, and didn’t kn 
his name. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you drove around the front of your pre: 
ises on Balderston Street, what happened there ? 

Mr. Fepper. Then, after we both got in there and looked arow 
then the Officer Cordwell showed his face, and he said the reason | 
didn’t show his face immediately was he did not recognize my ne 
ear, which was green. He was used to my old Chevie, that. | 
thought—he didn't know whether he should come out and show | 
face or not, because he didn’t know who was looking at the buildin; 

But after a little while he did come out and he recognized me, ai 
he recognized him, and I think the first policeman I picked up fr 
Baltimore Street. he left, and Cordwell and myself went In a 
checked around to make sure nothing was taken from the plant, 
then I went home. 

Mr. McDermorr. Officer Cordwell, the beat policeman, accompat 
you into your building to lock the door ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. Yes; I believe he accompanied me, to the best I « 
remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that time did you have any conversation w 
him as to why you were afraid to go into your building alone? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t remember what the conversation was. I 
to explain something, of course, because I had been down there bef 
when something Was open, but here all of a sudden | showed up W 
another policeman from another beat. I had to justify somethin 
but just what I told him I don’t remember. 

Mr. McDermorr. In your earlier testimony you indicated also t] 
while at the post office with Mr. Nilles, Mr. Moore. and Mr. Surine 
the early morning of November 6, as you were about to leave the yp» 
office to start this round of homes to pie k 1 up the cards, that M 
Surine grabbed you by the coat and asked you about the return of 
letter that John Marshall Butler had written to you guarantee 
payment of that bill. Where did that incident occur? 

Mr. Fepprer. It occurred like this: After Surine got there, we wi 
standing at that time, we were having an argument in the _ 
of the post office. between the outer door, which is a he: avy meti al: 
elass door, and the inner door that went into the main entrance 
the post office. There is a vestibule, and a few steps and a platfo1 
Then they were arguing about whether I had mailed them or not, a 
I told Surine after we checked up with the left-over stamps and w 
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id been mailed, and what stamps we had left over he would see every- 
ng wisright. He was still abusive there and very argumentative, 
| his facial contortions were enough to scare anybody. It looked 

re his eyes were FoOIng to pop out of his head, and | sald, “Look, Don, 


are working yourself up for nothing. I’m tired, and let’s get it 
er with and vo home.” 7 
With that I started to take a step toward the door. and he pulled 
back by my coat, and he said, “I want that letter.” 
said, “What letter?” He said, “The letter you got from Senator 
tler.”’ 
[ was dumfounded. I wasamazed. I didn’t think he knew anytl 
out that letter, because I thought it was a private deal between 
| Senator Butler. 
sid, “You are not evOnge vo vet that letter.” He threatened 
said, “If you are not going to give us the letter we will fix you 
prt you through a Me arth Investigation.” Ile asked me 
Int think he could do it. I said I thought he could. He 
[ knew Kriss. I said, “Kriss?” He said, “Captain Kri 
name dloesn’t do anvthing to me. | asked, “Who j Is 
ss?” He said, “I mean Captain Kriss with =" ios de pal 
Phen he explained to me he used to be with » FBI Balti more, 
| he knew Captain Kriss well and could make it hot for Mme. 
Mr. Mi DeRMOTT. Do you recall whether on any other pri 
your conversation with Mr. Surime he referred to his fli 
th the FBI? 
Mr. Fepper. No: never recall any other conversation about thi 
Mr. McDermorr. But it was in connection with what you t 
uit his demand tor the return of the Butler letter of @uarant 
if right ¢ 
Mr. Fepper. That is right. 
Mr. McDermorr. Now, during the course of that 
n of Mr. Butler’s letter to you discussed again ¢ 
Frepper. Yes. Sometime later, I don’t 
and he later said, “Look, you prom sed to oive us the 
k, That is what he peeiens didn’t he, boys?" And the 
) fellows both C¢ himed 1 | and Sal il, “Ves: that is what he sind 6 
Mr. McDernmorr. Now, when did the conversation first develop 
it the return to Mr. Surine of the 8500 check that had previously 
1 vive hn to you in connection with this post ecard transaction / Do 
eall when they first demanded the return of that check ¢ 
[r. : ae r. I don’t recall exac tly. It was later in the night. ifter 
had been to Orey’s, as best I can recollect, and Orey’s when I 
uit a minute, Tam mixed up now. Iam getting on the wrong foot. 
’ you mind if I have that question / 
Mr. McDermorr. What I am trying to find out is when the 
of the return of the 8500 first arose: when did they demand 
S500 check ? 
Frepper. I don’t recall exactly when they demanded the $500 
k. [do recall that after we took Mrs. Edwards home on Monroe 
reet, there was more talk and more arguments, about fraud. and I 
ited and defrauded them. and they wanted the check back. ana 
lrove me to my home, and I went into the house and brought 
the check for S500 that I cot earlier in the evening from Ray 


eTmMas, 


remember where 
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Mr. McDermorr. Yes. You testified in your earlier testimony 
that when you got to your home to pick up this check these me: 
wanted to accompany you into your house, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. They wanted to go in. I begged them not 
to, that my wife was all upset about the earlier—the children were it 
the house, and I begee {them to let me V0 in alone 

Mr. McDermorr. Then, when you came out with the check yo 
subset juently went to Orevy’s, where the statement or the first pag 
of the statement, at least, was prepared by Mr. Surine, is that correct / 

Mr. Frepper. ‘That is right. 

Mr. Mel yerMoTr. Do vou recall when the taking of the stateme! 

discussed 4? Was that prior to the time that you went to you 


se tO pick up the S500 cheek ?¢ 


- FEDDER. No, When we got to Orey's, and they had ordere: 
- ti I had a bunch of stamps Lmy p cket that J pi ked 
evening, and T reached i my pocket and put thes: 


the table: little rolls. the full rolls had DOO stamp 
| 
I 


Some of the rolls whi 


{ 1 had been touch x ) ot the @irls had used 
them. so there would be1 : 
I picked up the fir a from the girls T stuck the litth 
1i\ pocket. When we erot to Oreys I took the stamps out 
and T put them on the table and asked Don Surine for the 1 


tilled out a piece of paper and insten¢ 


{ 


gf outa receipt he wrote out a statement. 
McDrermorr. As wrote that statement, did he discuss with 
hat he was putting in it and read it to vou as he wrote 4 
hat was his statement no 
“ld T recalled that he gave 
F oned it I read it over carefull 
nade pener otations on it, al d these pencil notatior 
| 


MIP pose . of tl Ving to make a little more correct some 
] 2 

] cou l«l hot a. with the post office receipts that 

Hato 131 itier: some other things there that 

1 

' 


tO make it i i?@ more correct, but that 


statemel Vi orrect. The statement in e 
rety isa fraud. 
Mr. McDermorr. Now, subsequ 06 this transaction, I believe 
hat statement you indicated that with this action, the return 
al d the retum tM) check, you col sidered Lie 
closed. rUl understand that subsequent 
ve another pays ient of $115, and that was later t} 
le nig November 6, is that right ? 
Mr. Frepper. In Orev’s, the statement was not finished in Orey’s. 
Mr. McDermorr. No: that is oe 
Mr. Anterys The first page was finished in Orey’s, and part of 
— page Was written. Before we left Orey’s, IT signed the i 
page in the left-hand margin, if T recall correctly, and from Orey’ 
we went to , Halley's house, and at H: illeyv’s house there was a si: I 
the door to ring’ the bell, _— ag hyenc l rohe to slee ‘Pp. but they 
let me in to get the stuff, an . H: ley’s they all walked in with 
ana vot the stuff. 
Then we went downtown to the post office from Halley's house. 
The second sheet of—the second page of the statement had not been 


completed hol had it been SIU) ed by me, and later I talked I told 
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rine, | said, “Now. look, you got | 
ive all his stamps back at that 


tii we got down to the post 0 


ars and the | ft-over Lamps thi 
| etc] “Look. Vou Got vour stalips bac 


Gc. ‘You sav vou have 


You 


post 
F’eDDER. 
ivbe 60’ 


-COnVers 


ne. Mor 


Nos’ 
( ite wt al | | \ 
P “Well, Jean, 
rijf 


ton 


« If vou are 

to go to bed early.” 

Mir. McDeraorr. In that conversation, Mr. Fedder, did XN 
e anv reference to the statement that Ma. Sin rd ta 
¢ Did she make anv reference to that statement / 

_Fepper. She made n ‘ference to t] 

.McDermorr. I see. You tol 
er to be there by S o'clock, I; 

Krepper. Be there by 8 o'clock. 
vr. McDermorr. What did happen subsequent to that? Did som 


} 
arrive with the che ck ¢ 


Mr. Fepper. Later, it was not 8 o'clock. 
eep, and I was asleep when the phone rane, 
O'¢ low k aul nieht whe the telephone rang 


re 
iti 1 


ne was down at the Emerson Hotel ahi { 





964 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


and I told him, I told him I don’t think I even want that darned check, 
and I was asking him why did he call so late. Jean Kerr said he would 
be there about 8 o'clock. IT don’t know what his answer was, but it was 
something that made me feel as though I was mad enough to go down 
and get it anvhow, and then [ asked him was Don Surine with him, and 
he said “No.” and I asked him was he alone, and he said “No.” T said, 
“How many people are with you”? He says, “Two.” I said, “I will 
not meet you in the Emerson Hotel. It is too dark in that lobby and if 
you want to meet me at all 1 will meet you if you go to Thompson's 
Restaurant.” and then he asked me where the Thompson’ s Restaurant 
was, and I directed him to it, and I told him it was just two and a half 
blocks from where he was: the Emerson Hotel is at Baltimore and Cal 
vert. Thompson's is on Baltimore Street between Charles and Han 
over, directly across the street from the Lord Baltimore Hotel, 
which hotel were the headquarters for Butler for Senator committee. 
and I directed him to Thompson’s, and I told him if he would be ther: 
and would meet him. 

Mr. Me Di RMOTT, Mr. Moore was not alone on that occasion, Was he? 

Mr. Frpper. No; and I was afraid to go alone, so I called my at 
torney, Mr. Marvin Braiterman, and I told him of the phone call from 
eee and I told him that T was afraid to go alone, and would he go 
with me. and also if he would go with me did he think it would be safe 
to go and he assured me it would be all right to go, and he went with 
me. 

When we got to the Thompson’s Restaurant, Mr. Moore and two 


other peop ei vere sitting way back in the restaurant at the table 
against the wall, and [ spotted him and went over to him, and IT said. 


“Hello.” to Mr. Moore: and I said, “This is Mr. Braiterman with me.” 
\nd he said, “He is your lawyer, isn’t he”? | said, *That’s right.” 

After that there was no conversation. He took a check out of hi 
pocket and a receipt for me to sion, and I signed the receipt and took 
the check, and we left. 

Mr. McDermorr. Allright. At any time during this campaign, an 
[ am referring now to your connection with the distribution of th 

tabloid “From the Record.” which has been identified as exhibit No. 
in the record of this subecomm) ittee, did vou have any occasion to de: cul 
with a man by the name of William Christopher ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes: on one occasion: and IT have an item that I want 
to enter in evidence, that I w: - to back up my statement. 

On Saturday, November 4, before election—that was at the tim 
that I said I had gone to i Butler headquarters, and | turned i: 
my post-office receipts, and Mr. Christopher was there. He was 
operating a sound truck for them, and Mrs. Van Dyke asked me to 
give Mr. Christopher 10,000 of the circulars, Why, Senator, and 
10,000 of the circulars the Family Story of Butler, and I gave Mi 
Christopher my card and told him to meet me in my shop in 1 
minutes, and I will be there and give it to him. 

Now, these 20,000 pieces if sold for junk would sell for betwee: 
$2.50 and $3. That was my a dealing with Mr. Christopher, and 
I made him sign a receipt for what he got. He got none of the 
tabloids From the Record. He got 10,000 Why, Senator, and 10,000 
Family Story of Butler, and I offer that. 
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Mr. McDermorr, Do you recall approximately how many copies 
of the tabloid From the Record you sent over to headquarters at the 
Lord Baltimore Hotel / 

Mr. Frepper. Yes; I have a receipt to show that, too. I sent ove1 
the headquarters on Monday morning, after Mrs. Van Dyke called 
me, and she sounded very excited, and that if anvbody contacted 
me about the tabloid to say I got the order from the Young Democrats 
for Butler. 

] said what am | going to do with - rest of them. She said, rt 
don’t care what vou do; get rid of them, but keep us out of it. Send u 
200 copies.” 

I wound up—— 

Senator Henprickson. Who was it who said that: Iam sorry / 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. Van Dyke; and I sent over 200 copies, and I have 
i si@ned receipt to show for that. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Do you have available with you any other docu 
mentary evidence that you wish to submit to this subcommittee ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. Yes: I have. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Would you identify it for us, please 

Mir. Frepper. First, I want to identify my cash receipt book. ‘I hey 
were here before, but I brought them back with me. They will show 
that the name of Senator McCarthy was entered on my cash-receipt 
book as a regular transaction on the correct day that we got the check 
of $115. It did not show that way on the statement and there \ 
big hullabaloo about it, but I have the cash-receipts book to 
I want to turn. 

I would like to show you the cash receipts book and give 
photograph of that page, and take the book bac k with me, if i 
mand. 

Mr. McDermorr. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. Frepper. And I have that here. 

I also have further something else to show that I have rotten fron 
the tele ‘p shone company. Their oficial records oft iy telephor e con 
versations between my office and the dealings on the post ecard mail 
and to also show that we knew we were dealing with Senator Me 
( ‘arthy’s office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Does that record show to whom those calls were 
made ? 


L 


Mr. Frepper. That record shows to whom one call was made, espe 

ally, because that was a person-to-person call, but it does not show 
on the calls that were not person-to-person; it just shows the tele- 
phone number. 

Mr. McDermorr. It shows the telephone numbers here in Wa 
ton to which the calls were placed ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. 

Mr. Fepprer. On page 107 you will see for the rece Ipts of November 

i there is one check entered for $115, and it was credited to the cash 
retails as having come from Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the check to which Miss Kerr referred 
in her te ‘le Pp hone conve ‘rsation, and which Mr. Moore brought to you; 
s that meht 
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Mr. Frepper. That is right. ° 

Mr. McDermorr. Is there anything else? 

Mr. Frpper. I didn’t know how many copies you might need, so I 
hi ade several copes. 


1 


| would like to show you the book and leave you the copies and take 


it book l) ick 


Mr. McDerra 
Mr. Frepprr 


Mir. MeDernorr. ere is that telephone record ¢ 


Mr. Frepprer. Here is telephone record. I called the telephone 
’ . . 


eck rh) Oq) rsntions to show a Saturday hil r| 


it 


ird campaign, and they 
ll of my eall 


Nove} iber Y4 Phey were hot all On 


statement showine a 


their or oina 


original memos of 


stance operator’ tol] ticket ? 
TI e\ lent me the original, 
immed them the original immediately. 
copy. They would not leave us the 
d the backs, and it shows the time: and 
; rton, 10:21. The eall was 
Jean Kerr, care of Senator 
know Senator McCarthy's number. 
Inte was that. My Fedder ? 
morning. IT had 
use | knew- | had 
iorning afte) 
‘ked with 
ith it. and that telephone 
I told Miss Kerr that if 
write on post aur in then 
irl’s hand 
rite 30 or 40, we could print 
-oirl’s handwriting. and in that way 
and address. It would be faster. and 
~ but she said she didn’t want that: she 
unl handwriting 
that on Nove mber oh. ves. the eall Was put 
Jean Kerr. care of Senator MeCarthy’s office, and 
] S210. but thev have scratched that number outs 
ot there, ind the Operator vot her home phone 
office or somewhere. and called at Hobart 5046, 
>on that ticket. 
hows that on November oat 8:37 I called a Victory number. 
tory 9170, and my recollection for that call is that I called—L had 
5] oken to Mr. Ik ermas for the same idea of telling him how difficult 11 
was, and the more I think about it the more impossible the job seems, 
even though IT am trying to help him out as much as possible. 
Also. on November 3. [ said that on November 3. Saturday night 


\I i\ | look al Hy ecnlendar ¢ | ahh just mixed up 1] 
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Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Frepper. I brought a bad calendar, it is a 1951. 

Tuesday was the 7th, Monday was the 6th. 

Senator Smiru. What is it vou want / 

Mr. Fepper. Saturday was November 4. [ was mixed up because I 
had another call here from Miss Kerr on Friday, and that was not 
the one I was trying to talk about now. I was referring to the call 
of Saturday meht with Mr. Ray Kiermas, and I ae in previous 
Lestimiony that about 8 o'clock I talked to Rav Kiermas 1 Washin 
Lon. He was stuck with these post cards. and I was gyoing to try I 
help him out. This ticket shows it was 7: 40, but it was Saturday night 
that IT talked to Mr. Ray Kiermas at Victory 9171, and that is all the 
calls on this sheet that refer to this job. One of them shows that I did 
try toreach Miss Jean Kerr at Senator MeCarthy’s office, and precisely 
when I knew Miss Jean Kerr, or how anybody else, was working for 
Senator MeCarthy—But I knew it. The « ‘vidence is there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you have any other doc umentary evidet 

Mir. Fepprr. This is the same thing: I can leave that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that all of that ? 

Mr. Frepprer. No, | a yes, that is all the documentary evidence. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I ask that this evidence be re 
ceived for closer ee and we can determine subsequently 
whether we wish to admit it into the record. 

Senator Monroney. I see no reason for admitting it into the re 
ord. It is pretty generally admitted that he was in contact with, an 


1 


the distribution of these cards Was arranged for fhere is not 
] 


‘ 


) 


1 


controversy on that and we will eXadinihe it wna dete lmiihe whet 
needs to come in the record or not. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Senator Smira. Mr. Chairman, bfore you have Mr. MeDermott 
Ol), I would like to go back tothe de livery of the printed hiatter, 

Mr. Fedder. in your prep: ared Statement you stuted at one 
that all of the printed matter was delivered on Saturday. Lat 
your prepared statement you stated that vou called Mrs. Van Dyk 
Monday and said that Vou had severt al thoi isan 1d copies and asked 
her what to do with them, and I would like to read from your state 
ment on page 5, and I quote from your statement : 

On Saturday we delivered all of the remaining printed 1 
eadquarters, Towson, the Lord Baltimore headquarters 
S. Calloway, 

(nd on page 6 of the same statement, in your prepared statemen 
vou say, and T quote: 

A short while later, about 11:30 a. m. I received a telephone call 
Van Dkye. She sounded very excited and told me if T was contactet 
tabloid From the Record to say I did the work for the Young Democra 
Butler. I told her I had an awful lot of them left over and asked her 
should do with them. She said, “Get rid of them, do anything with 
please keep the Butler headquarters out of it.” 

I think you repeated that statement this morning. Can you ex 
plain the inconsistency in these statements that you delivered all of 1 the 
printed matter on Saturday, but on Monday you did tell Mrs. Vai 
Dyke that you had a lot of t: abloids left ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, I can explain that. It is this way: My instrue 
tions were not to deliver—my instructions were not to deliver From 
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the Record to anybody, but they were to be in a home-to-home distri 
bution, and there was a mailing job, and that I had no instructions 
for delivering them to any special people. 

Now, the other jobs were printed for the purpose of delivering to 
someone and that is how ~ come about. 

Senator SmirH. Yes, but why did you say in the first place that 
you delivered all of the remaining printed matter on Saturday it 
you had all that left ? 

Mr. Fepprer. Because on Saturday the distribution wasn’t even com 
p vleted vet. The m: wiling had been compl ‘ted but the house-to-house 
distribution had not be completed yet on Saturday. You see, there 
were two— 

Senator Smiru. Tam trying to determine why you should make two 
statements close ly toge ther. : 

Mr. Frpprr. I was referring to two separate jobs. One was strict] 
a From the Record job and the other was the various jobs like Why. 
Senator and Dixie, and some other things that were to be printed for 
the headquarters’ use, 

Senator Sauirn. Then you make the difference between the regula: 
printed matter and the tabloid From the Record; is that what you 
mean ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Senator Surry. Then From the Record was all that you had Mon 
day morning? That is all you were talking about ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. That is right; that is all I was talking about to Mrs 
Van Dyke. 

Senator Hennings. Do you make any further distinction, Mr. Fed 
der, as to why material printed in your plant and the From the 
Record, which was not printed in your plant—do you make a distinc 
tion between that / 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. I had nothing to do with the printing of that 
circular From the Record. 

Senator Hennines. So | understand. 

Mr. Fepper. I got instructions only to do some addressing and 
mailing and some house-to-house distribution, and that is where I got 
that difference. 

Senator Hennings. Then in trying to straighten out this apparent 
discrepancy, Were you distinguishing between From the Record, whic! 
was not printed in your plant, and the other material which was? 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. I was distinguishing from the jobs that 
I had orders for the printing. 

Senator Hennines. Do not say it is right if it is not. That was my 
understanding of what might be the distinction between your tw: 
references. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right; that is my understanding of it. That o1 
one I had nothing to do with the printing at all. I mean, it wa: 
strictly a mailing job, and the distribution had not yet been finished 

On the other I was refe rring to a letter that I had given to Senato 
Butler on Saturday, although there was still money due us, and wi 
still delivered the printing that we had done, on credit that we had 
extended—extended credit. That is where I was referring to the one 

Senator Smirn. That sounds very reasonable, but I would hav 
thought you would have explained it on the statement. Talking to 
printer it sounds reasonable, but to a layman outside it does not. 
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Mr. Fepper. Because at the time I prepared the statement I tried to 
give you everything I could think of at that time. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman, I am still a bit confused about 
this. 

You said, I think, in answer to Senator Smith, I think you said that 
the tabloids were not for distribution to anybody, but for house-to- 
house delivery ; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. | may have confused that, but I was trying to dis- 
tinguish the two. As for one, the one batch of jobs, were those jobs 
that I had gotten instructions and I had handled the printing of, and 
that were referred to on Saturday, that after [ had talked with Sen 
ator Butler I had gotten the second letter signed, and | was referring 
to that transaction, and that transaction with Senator Butler for the 
printing. 

Now, the tabloids I had nothing to do with that. That was a sep 
arate job from the other one. I did not do anything with the print 
ingofit. Thad no instructions for the printing, and the distribution 
was not completed until Monday. 

Senator Henprickson. What was the arrangement under your con- 
tract, or your agreement in respect to the tabloids ¢ 

Mr. IF EDDER. In respect to the tabloids, the arrangement Was to 
deliver them house to house to Balt imore and Annapolis, Hagerstow nh, 
Cumberland, and Frederick. 

Senator Henprickson. And you were fully responsible for those 
deliveries ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. Wherever they were delivered in all parts 
of the State. 

Mr. I EpDDER. And also State wide mailing to rural route, post -oftice 
boxes and star-route boxholders, but as it turned out we could not 
make contact with either the distributor in Cumberland or Frederick, 
and in those cities we used the telephone books and mailed them ln- 
stead of house to-house distribution. 

Senator Henprickson. Just explain to me why—I just want to be 
straight in my own mind, Mr. Fedder—why did you produce this 
billing slip this morning which shows a delivery of 200 tabloids to 
Mrs. Van Dyke? 

Mr. Fepper. Mrs. Van Dyke asked me to send her 200, and T would 
not refuse her the request. I sent her 200. 

Senator Henprickson. All right 

] just wanted to be sure, because there seems to be a difference 
between bulk deliveries and house-to-house distribution. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott / 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand your earlier answer to be that you 
had nothing to do with the distribution of the tabloid, but you had 
no instructions from the Butler headquarters on delivery of that 
material, such as you had on material which you printed yourself; 
is that what you meant / 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is that what you mean ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you do with the tabloids that were left 
over, and to which you referred in your conversation with Mrs. Van 
Dyke ? 
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Mr. Frepprer. To the best of my recollection they were sent in my 
own tracks either to the dump or to the incinerator, and disposed of. 

Mr. MceDermorr. Now, in addition to the 20,000 pieces of cam 
paign literature, the receipt of which you have presented to us, and 
which indicates you turned over to Christopher, do you know whethe1 
he got hold of any additional copies of that t: abloid at your plant? 

Mr. Fepper. He was never at my plant since that time or before 
that time. That was the only time he was in the pli unt, and I had not 
seen him since that day, although I saw him here Tuesday when I was 
in this room. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could he have been there without your know] 
edge? 

Mr. Frepper. No, I checked around. 

Mr. Mi Dy RMOTT, Now, I understand that vou matled to box holders 

the State of Maryland, pursuant to instruction, a substantial 

imber of the tabloids, Is that nicht ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you mailed those tabloids, did you get a 

ceipt from the post office covering that mailing? 

Mr. Froper. We did: ves, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you do with those receipts? 

Mr. Frepprr. I gave those receipts to Senator Butler on Saturday, 
November 4, showed it to him; told him now that all the receipts were 
here, and that it shows that we could not mail as many as they had 
printed and that, therefore, he would owe us a lot less money than we 
thought he was voiIng to owe Us according to our original rough est 
mate that Mrs. Van Dyke asked for. 

He was very happy about that, and thanked me, and told me to 
tender the receipts to Mrs. Shuckman, sitting at the left at the type 
Vriter. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand when you mailed these tabloids, yo 
fot a Oe office ree ipt, and on Saturd: AV, November 1, you took it to 
the Butler | leadquarters, was it, in the Lord Baltimore Hotel, is that 
where you took the receipts, and where you had the conversation with 
Mr. Butler? 

Mr. Fepprer I took it to Senator Butler at the Butler headquartet 
at the Lord Baltimore Hotel. 

Mr. MeDermorr. And you had a conversation on that oceasion with 
Senator Butl e where vou showed him the receipts, ana did vou te] 
him how many had been mailed 7 

Mr. Frepper. I didn’t go into detail about what the receipts covered. 
But I showed him the receipts and told him that all the mailing had 
been completed, the work that I did, and the work that Mrs. Meyers, 
the volu nteers did: that everything was completed now, and that they 
were going to owe us lois less money that the original estimate. 

Mr. McDermorr. In that conversation did you refer to the tabloid 
or tell him what had been mailed or what you were talking about ? 

Mr. Pepper. I don’t remember us saving anything specific. IT don't 
remember just-—I didn’t go into det: Lil about what was mailed. 

Mr. McDeruorr. Then, at his suggestion you indicate vou turned 
those post oflice receipts over to Mrs. Shuckman, who was an employe 
of the head qui irters’ off ‘ee: 1s that right ¢ 


Mr. Frepprer. That is right. 
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Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, Lam a little hazy about the 
being disposed of, the disposition of the tabloids, Mr. Fedder. 
Will you review again what happened to them!’ Did 
them to the dump yourself ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. No, not mivself, but I have a 
itruck, and I have helpers in the place, r 

Senator SmMirnu. Your own 

Mr. Fepper. My own truck, 

Senator Smirit. How many 

Mr. Fepper. 1 could not answer how 

how many | distributed or ma 

but what ver had been led | 


it was from t hie 
v Hennines. Why cid ve 
Kepper. I don’t k 


] Hi N NINGS. 


Thi City 


IF EDDER. 
oT them, at (| | cave effect 
Senator Hennings. Who 
Mr. Pepper. Mrs. Van Dyke 
Senator HENNINGs. 
Mr. Ie) DDER, To ve 


} 
we ado sell our Was 


Lo 


Senator Smiru. | 
Mr. i er. Five h 
sMirin. cA 
Wed 
(ppros 
. or app 
ited altogether. 
nator SMITI Pho 
Mr. Fepper. No, no. 
were nia led Lo 
olders. Phi 
. 1} 
Mir 
tribute cireu { 
dalk. some at Have LOW! ~ and SOME ¢ 
Senator Smirnu. That was about 
Mr. Fepp! R, That Is COrTe ,appl 
Senator Smiru. And left ; 


a 
came of those ¢ 


Mr. Frpper. They 
Senator Saari. All of thos 
Mr. Fepper. We eave none of 
time of the 20.000, 
\ 


t ? } 
senator SMITH rou delivered none to ft 


were 


ey) 


= ci 
‘ir. Pepper. None except the 
senator SMITH. You delivered 200 


Ir. Pepper. That is all IT ea 
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Senator Saarnu. The balance of the 200,000, the difference bet weer 


500,000 and 300,000, your own truck took to the dump, and they were 


burned ¢ 
Mr. Frevper. I could not say it was burned; I wasn’t there. I gay 
tions to vel rid of them, and— 


the boys instrue 
vou those instructions / 


Senator Smirnu. Who eave 
Mr. Fepprr. Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Senator SMITH. Iby tel phone ¢ 

Mr. Epp R. Tel phone Monday before election. 

senator SMITH, You are sure it was Mrs. Van Dyke and hot one 
irls in the office? Did she say it was Mrs. Van Dyke? 


] 


ot The ¢ 
ked lots of times. 


Mr. Frepprer. Oh. ves. I know her well: we tal 


Senator Saari. When did she Say that ? 


Mr. Fepper. That was a short time before—I don’t know the exact 
“wetr 
Was il} proximately a half hour or ZO minutes atter \I 
| 


phone call. 
Suiryu. Saturday or Monday / 


Monday, November 6, 
And the distributi 


DDER. 
1” SMITH. 
nator Monroney. Mr. ‘Dermott ? 


MeDermorr. have no further questions at this time, Mr. 


rian, 


Senator Monronry. Mi 
Mr. Becker. Senator Hendricksor ishes to ask a question. 


Senator Elenprickson. before Mir. Becker pro 


Monroney. Yes, 
itor Henprickson. I recall Mrs. Van Dyke’s testimony on th 


wish you would repeat to this comn Littee, Mr. Fed ler, 
. onversation you had with Mrs. Van Dyke that morning. 
Mr. Frpper. I could not repeat to you exactly the conversation. — I 
1 only tell you what I remember about the conversation. 
Senator Henprickson. Tell us what vou remember then, will you é 
Mr. F EppER. A short — le after Miss Jean Kerr called me on Mon- 
( V morning, Mii . Va 1 Dyke called me an dl she seemed to be excited. 
far ods Conte acted me about the tabloids “Fron 


She asked me that a 
t hae Record.” to please say that I ol ny orders or my instructions 
from th Young Democrats for Butler, and to please keep the Butler 

addquarters out of it: and | told her | vot lots of them left over, 


and what am I going to do with them. “What do vou want done 


th them ?” 

Senator Henprickson. Did you tell her how many ? 

Mr. Frepprr. No; I don’t think I said how many: just told her lots 
of them. “What are we going to do with them?” And she said. 


want with them, get md of them, but keep us out 


“Do anything you 
of it.” 

Senator Henprickson. Then what? There were more. Did she 
tell you to keep the headquarters out of it? 

Mr. Fepper. Keep the Baltimore headquarters out. 

Senator Henprickson. That was the end of the conversation ? 
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Mr. Fepper. As far as I remember that was the end of the conversa- 
tion, 

Senator HENDRICKSON. Well, you had not completed your conversa- 
tion, because she told you to destroy them: did she not ¢ 

Mr. Frpprer. She said to vet rid of them. “Do anythin g you want 


to do.” 


Senator Henprickson. You are sure about that / 
Mr. Frepprer. Yes. 
senator TH NNINGS, That Was the day before election: Wa { ot § 
Mr. Fepp: r. That is right, Monday, November 6. 
Senator Hennines. What time of the day or 1 ioht Was t¢ 
Mir. Fepper. I would say it was sometime before noon. 
senator Hi NNINGS, Somet mie before hoon 4 SVOliie t 
morning of the day preceding the election of ‘T1 esc iv. Nove ay i$ 
Mr. Frepper. That is right. | 
Sena Hennines. Right. 
Senator H NDRICKSON, Lou iV this conve tie ( N 
er Oo? 
Mir. Frepprer. That is the best IT can recall that when it was. 
Senator Henprickson. Well, then, why did you deliver 200 of these 


trubloids to John Marshall Butler headquarters / 

Mir. Fepper. What is that again? 

Senator HeENpRICKSON. Why, on the billing on the same day. whe 
vou received these instructions to get rid of them, did you send 200 
tabloids to John Marshall Butler? . 

Mr. Frepper. That is not a bill. We didn’t charge for sending 
her 200. She asked for 200: we sent 200. That is only a delivery 

lip, a delivery receipt; that is nota bill. 

Senator Hi NDRICKSON, I cannot comprehend, Mr ey ide! 

Mr. Frpprer. You said on the billing. 

Senator Henprickson (continuing). Why e would tell you 
cet rid of these and then at the same time vou would send her a billing 
for 200 more of them. 

Mr. Fepper. I didn’t send her a billing for it, and I can't say 
ie wanted the 200. [have no way of knowine what she had on he 
nind. She asked for and I gave her the 200. 

Senator Henprickson. Isn't this a receipt ? 

Mr. Frepper. That is a receipt. You said billing: 11 not ab 

Senator Henprickxson. You have to have a bill when you gt 
receipt. : 

Mr. Freppi R. No. you send them al bill when a man asked you for a 
il, Thisisa receipt for merchandise, a merchandise rece pt. 


ieadquarters. 

Mr. I’ EDDER,. Not billed: it was delivered to the John Marshall 
Butler headquarters. 

Senator Henprickson. Delivered at Mrs. Van Dyke's request 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. On the same day that you were told to get 
rid of these ? 

Mr. Fepprer. That is what the receipt shows. 

Senator Henprickson. Tabloids? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Henpricxson. It is a little difficult for me to understand 

Senator Hennines. Well, as I understand it, this is in no sense a 
bill. in that no money amount appears here, does it 4 

Mr. Frepprr. No money at all; a delivery receipt. 

Senator Hennines. Under “Quantity” there is the figure 200; under 
“Desel ipt ion” there is the word “Tabloids.” and “John Marshall But 
ler,’ and it was received by W. 8. or M.S. Wright, it appears to be, 
under your caption “Packing slip.” 

Mr. Fepper. If you look at the other receipt—— 
Senator Hennineas. Does that Say “Packing slip 
Mr. Fepprr. Yes, the original is a white copy, and says “Customer's 


1! this case W hoever signed the copy S] rned the wrolg ‘Op\ 


/ 


CONY put 


and kept the white copy and left me the yellow copy. It is a triplicate 


rorm. 
INGS, When Vou del vered anvthn Yr VOU 
ot} ] a’, 


a recel as a business pract ce, did 


is correct, 
Whether there w haree for it or not 
We got a receipt from Christopher. 
he circulars. 


NDRICK 
whe. 
fr. Fepper. She askee 


) . } 1] 
ZU0 coples, and I obeved her 
I : 
] 7 
Hest nnd | sent her YOU copes 
Hy Tey fit 1? ] tel } + ; ; 
LENDRICKSON bat Ww | the telephone conversation ¢ 
I 


Fepper. It must have been. I couldn't get the information 
Which | con ‘rsation took place 


t 


| Cal t remember which took first 


iow they asked for them and they rot them. 


We you seemed pretty clear, Mr. Fedder 


. 


on which implied that vou should 
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Mr. Epp! R. | ain telling you the by % 9 1e ; f my recol- 
lection. That is all I can say. 
Senator Henprickson. But you are 1 ‘lear ler for 
delivery ¢ 
Mr. Fepper. Tam clear enough. It shows that 
That is clear to me. 
‘nator Hennitnes. And you destroyed t 
Iepper. That is correct. 
nator SmMivrir. You did not get any rece! 
Iepprer. No. 
Senator Henprickson. When Mrs. Van Dyk 
mplied that you should cel nd of the tabloids, d 
time tell you to send 200 to headquarte rs ¢ 
Mr. Frepper. I don’t remember. I don't 
r another time. but we have a receipt hat 
Senator Hennrnes. How many of these « 
mately / 
Mr. Kepper. How many of these that ] destroved 4 
Senator HeENNINGS. Not of these. of the tabloids, s 
Mr. Fepper. IT said approximately | 
lose to 200.000 somewhere. 
Senator Hennings. So that all 
headquarters and which were receipted for we 
day 
Mr. Frpprr. Except the ones that I mailed or distri 
senator Hy NNINGS. y eS: except the ones 1 


of, the : pecihe ones we have been cdiseussine here this n 


/ 


1° 


Van Dy ke told you to destroy all that vou had left, (| ds 
Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 
Senator Hennines. And at some time, either before or 
versation, she asked you for 200 for use in headquarte: 
Mir. Fepper. That is correct. 
Senator Hennines. And you sent the 2007 
Mir. Frepper. I don’t know what was her reasoi 
em, but she asked for 200 and we sent her 200, 
Senator Hennines. Do you know who this Wright is 
Mr. Fepper. I don’t recall now: I saw her face, L we 
mow her, 
Senator Henninas. But you think it is a lady, do you 
Mr. Frepper. I think it is a lady. I would not say for sure 
saw her, but I think it isa lady. 
Senator Monroney. Do vou have further questions / 
Senator Henprickson. Yes; I have. Are you through 
Senator Monronery. Mr. Be ker has not started yet. 
Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, I show vou exhibit No, 24 an 
uid if you and your attorney, Mr. Braiterman, will hold th 
will also let vou have exhibit 23. Now hold them thei 
ZO. Mr. Braiterman, is the statement of De embet 


BratrerMAan. That is correct. 
Becker. And exhibit 24? 
BRATTERMAN,. 247 
. Becker. Is the statement of February 1 
. Brarrerman. Correct. 


+: is that correct ? 
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3 Becker. And exhibit 26, rather. 
. BrarrermMan. It is just marked “26.” 
Mr B 
what, 2 
Mr. I 
Mr. | 
Mr. I 


eckerR. Exhibit 26 is the statement of Mr. Fedder of February 


4 


ECKER. Twenty-seven 2 


~ 
SRAITERMAN. ‘Twenty-seven. 
> 
SRAITERMAN. Right. 


Mr. Becker. Now, I am talking about the statement of February 17, 
exhibit 24, that is the interview of Mr. Fedder by Mr. Fried, and that 
is the exhibit I am now talking about. 

Mr. Fedder 


t 
1? 
i. 


who suggested to you that a second statement should 
be obtaines 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Fried called me, and he said that the committee 
had realized | cant give vou the exact words of the conversation. but 
he committee had suddenly realized that they have never had a 

statement from me and would I mind giving them a statement, 

IL told him “No.” He explained that he had been in Washington 
all of that day and he came over to the house ver \ late that mht. and 
I agreed to sit down with him and elve hima full statement, so much 
as | could remember. 

Mr. Becker. Who suggested spending all night, from 10 o’clock at 
nicht to 6 in the mon ning ? 

Mr. Frepper. Nobody suggested spending all mght. And we got 
late. It was around 10 o’clock when we got started. And 
the reason it took so long, now I recall a little more, is that a little 
while after we started with the statement my wife had been visiting 
some of the neighbors; she came home. She was a little hungry, and 
we decided to have some sandwiches and coffee. We stop ped for a 
while. And then we went out to a little delicatessen store in the 
neigh ibe hoor | somew he re ¢ and Yot some sam lw IC hes : an ic { ‘ottee,. an id ther 
we came back, and my wife went to sleep. And Mr. Fried and I 
worked. Ther I continued to t: alk to Mr. Fried about this Statement. 

alon o¢ about, oh, early, I don’t remember what time, 2 o'clock 
an out of cigarettes. “And let’s stop a while and get some 
So we went out again and went to another restaurant 
in something to eat and a cup ot cottee, and hought mvsel{ 
rarettes and vot back to the house. And then we finally ende { 
‘k in the morning. 
Bre KER. And now, as you went out to buy clourettes it + 
r3 o'clock in the morning: is that what I understand ? 
Was early in the morning. I would not say what 
was early in the morning. 
KER. Mr. Fedder, when you testified the last time you test) 
you and Mr. Fried were alone and that vou worked on ft 
continuously ¢ 
ppER. We were alone? 
 Beexer. And you desire to correct that testimony ? 
re. No: I don't desire to correct any testimony. I don’t 
I told you before or what vou are telling me now. 


Ho elo 


Do you remember that story about Polng out to Line 
delicatessen was not in your earlier testimony ? 
eppeR. I never thought of it and vou did not ask me. It o 
curs tome, I recollect it: I will tell it to you. 
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Mr. Beck! R. Was there anyone else present when the statement was 


being prepared ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. No one was present when the statement was | 
pared. My wife came in and we greeted her and had someth 
cup of cotfee. When we came back the wife went to bed . 

Mr. Br KER. What records or documents 
this period of time that the statement was | 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t remember. 

Mr. By KER. Were there anv records or 


Mr. Frpprer. No, 1 had nothine 


ing that vou had to refresh your recollectior 


lon’t remember any documents or anyt 
Mr. Becker. Was there anything at 
Mr. Fepper. I don’t remember 
Mr. Becker. Well, you remembered 
iembered that vou went out to get 
Mr. Epp! R. ‘J here lay have been. 
Mr. Becker. When you = 
rds or documents other t] 
tum pad ¢ 
Mr. Fepprr. I believe | 
Dermott or someone from 
ave a complete statement. Hen 
ript or whatever you waht to « 
Dermott, Mr. Aultman, : 
Mr. Becker. 


0 ve lh vou 


i il 

Mr. Frpprr. 
Mir. Becker. hh 

liscuss the matter: 1 

Mir. Frepprer. Yes, . 

Mii BECKER. Was there 

ecks or records and do 

Mr. Fepper. I don't re 

Mir. Becker. There could 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t remen 

Mr. Becker. By the way, 

memo pad, it was late ! 

Mr. Pepper. It was later tvped from wi 
the neXt tire | saw, Was a type i COpy, buy 
efore it was typed. 

Mr. Becker. When was the n 
that statement / 

Mr. Frepprer. The next time J 
don’t remember the exact day, but 
ere, and betore | prepared Hi 
ve had used that as a basis of preparation of o1 

Mr. Becker. You used then the statement of Fel 
‘ did vou, to prepare your statement of Kebri 

Mr. Frepprer. I didn't 
ent of February 26. 

Mr. Becker. Let me tell vou something 
omplete understanding of what you want 
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hibit 24 which is the statement of February 17 in your possession 
a you prepared exihibt 26 which is your prepared statement and 
which you gave as testimony before th is subcommittee on Febru: ary 27? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, I had that with me 

Mr. Becker. And who was with you when you prepared the state- 
ment known as exhibit 26 / 

Mr. Fepper. With me in the preparation of the statement4 Noone 
helped me with the preparation of that statement, but my attorney, 
Mr. raite rman, but in my plant at that time, Mr. Fried was there 
e and two of my office workers were there typing the stencils, 
Je understood we have to have | 4 mineographed copies for the 
e, otherwise we would not he, we Co ile not use the prepared 

nt, and that we had not been notified in wunple time to vive 
you 24 hours’ notice, which T was told was required. We were not 
otified until too late, and we had to work very late that night in order 
to get it done. Now, also, in my plant at that time, Mr. Fried was 
there. but he had noth ine to do with the preparation of this statement. 
[t was prepared by myself and my attorney, Mr. Braiterman. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder, IT want you to look at the statement, 
exihibit 24, and have your attorney, Mr. Braiterman, look at it, too, 
please. Now that statement of February 17 was taken down by Mr. 
Fried and is the language of Mr. Fried: is that right ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Mr. Brecker. And so there is no misunderstanding about it, the 
langcuage- 

Mr. FeppEer. oo uit. 

Mir. Becker. Wa Linute 

Mr. FepprEr. can 

Mr. Becker. Is there anything you want to correct in the answer 
you just gave ¢ ; 

Mr. Frpper. I just did not quite understand you ; excuse me. 

Mr. Becker. Do you want the las st question repeated ¢ 

Read the last question and answer back, Mr. Fedder may be in doubt 
aminute. I want to make sure he understands it clearly. 


ometu i 


} 


Che record was read. ) 

Mr. Becker. So we can be clear, is the previous answer to the ques 
tion correct é 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t quite know what you mean by “the language.” 
[ was talking and he was writing. Some of the things L said were my 
words. I don’t know what you mean by “language.” 

Mr. Becker. Do you know what the word “language” means; you 
use the word “language / 

Mr. Frepper. I have used the word “language”; yes, English language 
and other languages. 

Mr. Breoker. I will make the question as clear as Lean. Look at the 
statement of February 17 again and tell me whether or not the com- 
pilation or whatever it is are your words or the person who took down 
the interview ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I couldn’t tell that from just looking-at the date, Feb- 
ruary 17, what is it here. I would have to study this thing to really 
know what is in there. 

Mr. Becker. You say you have to study. How long will it take 
you to study it, Mr. Fedder? I just want to maybe save a little time, 
Do you reme a r testifying at the last hearing ¢ 
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Mr. Frepprr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Wherein you testified that this statement was 
pilation by Mr. Fried and you did not have anything to do 
do you remember so testifying ; or do you ref 
record ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. Say that again. 

Mr. Becker. Do you remember te 
ing about, the interview by Mr. Frie 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Was Mr. Fried’s re} 
were not concerned with it. that 
language and not yours: 


Mr. Frepper. I don’t 


Lovo, 


Mr. Becker. T wi 


Mr. Fiepps 

Mir. Bre 

eht ¢ 

Vir. I epper. resume so then. 

Mr. Beexer. And, therefore, if you 
hearing that it was not your la 

ible for what is in there, 4 

Mr. Pepper. Mr. Chair 

Senator MoNRoNEY. 

Mir. Fepper. I would 


17 
1 


eo back to pave 


1 
quest Invo 


gain. Mr. Becker 
j 

rie and he beat or 

nto making a mistake, 

Ssenatol MIONRONEY. Nobod) Vi 

Mr. Frevprr. He caused me to. 


Senator Monroney. 


record 


cok eomweddie ten bine 
Mr. Becker. Of course 
uch thine. I never heard of a 
to give testimony. ‘That is contra 
Senator Monroney. I think the 
uiter up. 
Mir. Becker. Yes. 
Senator Henninas. Mr. Chairman and Mr. 
Mr. Becker. Yes. 
Senator Henninas. At page 209 this same matter was rat 
vely purst ed and the question was asked by me ; 


Mr. Chairman, it s ns obvious, does it not, that this witt 


compilations o 1 mations of statements which others hay 


red and which he d not read or sign and thereafter apy 


insel clarify this matter in order that we may proceed? 
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Mr. McDermorr. Yes. On the oceasion of our first contact with Mr. Fedder, it 
was the interview in Senator Tydings’ office to which he has referred. Mr. 
Aultman, who was then investigator on the staff of the subcommittee, and I 

to Senator Tydings’ office where we interviewed Mr. Fedder and I made 

in notes, as is our practice, based on the information he gave us, and subse 

I dictated a file memorandum which purported to be the substance of his 

ony, not in his words, not sworn to, and to the best of my knoledge never 
own to Mr. Fedder. 

Subsequently, because at t irst interview we did not approach the story 

beil iven to us by the witness 
an invest 


remembered them in 


. r a ‘ norandum or pre 
which was subsequ y type Ip, and those two 
tion of what Mr. 

tion of what he 


ugainst the 


NEY Go ahe id, Counsel 


Is that the matter, Mr. Chairman and Counsel, is that the matter 


tha 
Mr. Becker. Senator, partially. 
Mr. Frepper. Mr. Chairman- 
Senator Monroney. Just a moment. 

senator Hy NNINGS, I um sure we all want to be completely fair 


t we are undertaking to cover again today / 


. 


and if this is a satisfactory answer or if it is not a satis- 
'r, you, certainly, may examine him about it. Your 
el has made a statement, Mr. Mi Dermott has made a 
o the predicate laid for the taking of the stateme1 ts. 
. 80 t] at there 1s no misunderst incding - 
enator Hennines. And explains what they contained. And I 
was thereafter made of it. And Senator Hendrick 
d thi he matter might at that time 
refresh your necollection one moment? T am 
I go along with chief counsel or anyone 
. ; it. The following testimony runs along 
pages, mi just call your attention to that, sir/ 
ator HenniInas. Sure. — . 
pr. May I ask, also, while you are reading it, will you read 
2 forme?’ Just turn over those two pages. ‘T would 
to have those two page read as well. if vou please. 
Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman. while the Senator from 
land are conferring, may I for my own information, 
ion ¢ I was talking to a member of mv statt 


abo if Mr. Becker beating him. Would you 


I} DDER, ] asked the chairman to read back to me pages Y11 and 
‘the transe ipt. 


Senator Hy NDRICKSON, What you said about Mr. Becker. 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 QS] 


Mr. iy DDER,. I sad that before Mr. Becker vot me to m ike an istake 
answer to one ot the questions wrong that that same question had 
en asked at least two or three times over and over again and that 
ent h instance I answer those questions correctly, Dut 
e questions they were changed a little bit and [ made 
nking l Was answerlh:e s | 
ed Mr. Chairman would 
it before I made a 
{ correct ly at lea 
o what the questi 
Senator SMITH. 
LION. Did Nir. 
re making that sta ment 
Kepprer. No: | cant 
itor Smrrit.. Lou do not 
Kepper. What is 1 
nator Smiriu. Were | 
epper. He did no 
in, he was W riting and I w 
Senator Smiru. in other words 
Mr. Frepprer. No, indeed. 
Senator Smirir. You are quite sure al 
Mr. Frepprr. Yes, indeed, 
Senator Monroney. And the report 
ve 1t to Mr. Fried does not reflect to 
alled language or phraseology and 


’, In getting u his statement for 


1% 
Iepper. Tha right, lidn't remen 
or what I did not tell | . but I, certa 
e looked wrone to 1 nh preparit 

a i i 
nged some things 

Senator MONRONEY. 

to Mr. ; 

ernt notes on 

Mir. Fepper. 

Va" av 


tor Monroney. 


Ve? 


on il 


v? 
vil 


Kepprr. You can't 2 
ator Monroney. The v 
212 of his testimony. Dor 
Mr. Becker. Yes: I have it he 
Senator Monroney. I thi 
has been riven 
Chan to read 
Hhning on pave : 
Iepper. 211. 
lator Monroney. (rea 
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Mr. Fepper. I would like to read it all and stydy it to tell you accurately how 
many errors or if errors or What errors. I said that I didn’t do that under testi 
mony, IT mean under oath, nor did I sign it and couldn’t be responsible for the 
accuracy of it. 

Mr. becker. When did you prepare this statement that you read this morn- 
ing to this subeommittee? 

Mr. Frepper. Yesterday. 

Mr. Becker. And when you prepared that statement, did you have a copy of 
he statement of Mr. Fried’s of February 17 in your possession at that time? 

FrpperR. Yes. 
KER. In other words, you had a copy in your possession of the officia 
ide by Mr. Fried, which T am now showing you, when you prepared 
your statement and testified this morning; is that correct. 

Mr. Fepper. That is corres 

Mr. Becker. In other words, ye iad a copy of the official interview in the 

* this committee when you prepare he statement with your lawyer, Mr. 
n, is that correct? 


ft one moment 


KSON. I think the witness 


rht to answer that 


oug 


* Monroney. Counsel is not allowed to testify. 


-RAITERMAN. I make no testimony, Mr. Chairman. I merely feel that my 
having a question put to him which is improper insofar as it has beer 
zed here as an official interview following a discourse trom the benc} 
erein it has been developed that there is nothing official about this 
at all. Before ny client answers such a question, I wish to point out 
on is improperly framed in that this is not an official statement 
of any kind, but merely a memorandum. 

Senator Monroney. The chairman does not recognize that point. You can 
converse with yvour client and he can then state his position on it if he wishes, 
He is entitled to counsel, but he is not entitled to have the counsel take part 
n the proceedings. 

Mr. BRAITERMAN. Another question, please. 

Senator HENDRICKSON, Can we have the official stenographer read the question 
back‘ 

(The question was read by the reporter, ) 

Mr. Frepver. I didn’t have a copy of that at the time I was preparing the 
statement I had read that copy earlier in the day. 

Mir. Becker. When did you read it and where did you get it? 


This is page 215. 


Mr. Pepper. I got it from Mr. Fried earlier in the day. 

Mr. Becker. So that you had a copy or read a copy of this statement earlier 
n the day at least before you prepared this statement with your lawyer, Mr. 
Braiterinan is that correct? 

Mr 


EDDER. That is correct. 


I 
Mr. Beeker. And Mr. Fried gave you that copy ; is that correct? 
F 


Mr. Fepper. That is correct. 
Mr. Becker. Now 1 want to call the attention of the Senators of the cor 

‘e at this time to the fact that you will see there are many statements i 

interview of February 17, 1951, that are identical, perhaps almost word 
word the statement that he testified to this morning? 

Is there anything further that you want on that? 

Is that sufficient? I have read through pages 211 and 212. 

Mr. Froprer. I wanted to show where I had yes, yes, yes, and ar 
swered it correctly several times, and then counsel had some arguments 
and some discussions and by the time I got back to the question I didn’t 
know what I was answering. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, you see, Senator, the first time he said 
“Yes” and then he said “No.” And then the following morning he 
changed his testimony again. And there does not appear to be any- 
thing in the questions and answers to indicate any compulsion of 
any kind. He had his counsel present. As a matter of fact, the 
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record will show that they even conversed as long as 12 minutes be- 
fore he gave an answer. I think it is very unfair for this witness 
to indicate that the method of examination created any change in his 
testimony. 

And I want to make sure, even now, if there is any misunderstand 
ing of any question, and he has his counsel present, to take all of the 
time that he wants. If my question is not clear, let him answer it the 
wav he should. 


Mr. Fepper. Mr. Becker said that I changed it again the following 
morning. May I have it read to me how I changed it the following 
morning ? 

Senator HeNDRICKSON. What I did not like was the statement ] 
thought I heard that assistant counsel had beaten witness, or word 
to that effect. 

Senator Monroney. I think the Chair corrected that immediately. 
He said that he was merely using a figure of speech or something 1 
that effect. 

Senator Hennines. What is the question ? 

We have had a lot of collo MUL here. What 

Mr. Becker. There was an interjection of a sta 
ness with respect to calline attention to the committee 
things as I started to ask him certain questions about t] 
exhibits 23, 24, and 26. If I go back maybe ul 
in a moment, sir. 

Senator Monronry. You may proceed. 

Mr. Becker. By the way, Senator Monroney just 
your testimony on page 211. You said in the te timony 


February 17, exhibit 24—and you said, “I did not sign 
couldn’t be responsible for the accuracy of it.” Is that 
Mr. FEppDER. That is correct. I don't remember exactly 


vou, you are referring to the statement taken by Mr. Fried 


] 


Becker. Well now, will you look at the staten 
exhibit 24 and exhibit 26—and = this committee v 
deliberately took out from the itten interview of 
1951 paragraph by paragraph sities any changes wha 
including the times, punctuation, and grammar ¢ 
Mr. Fepprer. Correct. 

Mr. Becker. The semicolo1 Ss, Commas, periods, and 
that correct ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. We used some parts 
exactly as they were. 

Mr. Becker. And now, therefore, in the preparation of 
ment known as exhibit 26, whether it is your language or anv ot] 
languages in there, whatever was in the report or interview of Febru 
ary 17 is included literally in exhibit 26; is that clear? 

Mr. Frepper. You said everything ¢ included in the report of Febru 
ary 17? 

Mr. Becker. I am referring—I will reframe the question. Ex 
hibit 26, which is the statement of your testimony on February 27. 
literally includes substantially everything that is in the statement 
of February 17 and that you liter: lly took out paragraph by para 
ors aph from that statement: is that correct ? 
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Mr. Fepper. No; I will say it is not correct. 

Senator Sarttioa s. I do not think any living soul, Mr. Becker, 
with all due respect to you, could answer that question. 

Mr. Becker. I will reframe it, sir. 

Senator Hennes. I really do not. I know you do not mean to b 
unfair. 

Mr. Becker. What I tried—— 

Senator Hennines. You talk “te everything being included liter 
ally, and what you mean to say, I take it, Mr. Becker, if I may sug 
gest a question, > that portions of this statement which were read t 
this committee by Mr. Fedder are word-for-word verbatim lifts o 
extracts, excerpts, from the statement prepared by Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Becker. I will accept that. 

Senator Hennines. There are other portions of his statement whic 
were not contained in the statement made to Mr. Fried and compil 
by him which Mr. Fedder has told us he prepared; is that correct 

Mr. Becker. I will accept that suggestion with thanks. 

Senator Hennines. May we ask the witness if that be the case? 

Mr. Frepper. That be the case. 

Senator Hennines. That is the case? 

Mr. Frpprer. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. I do not want to interfere or impede. 

Mr. Becxer. Perfectly all right, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. I thought we might shorten it up and save 
little time. 

Mr. Becker. I respect your learned knowledge more than ever. 

Senator HenninoGs. I did not want to tell you how to conduct your 
examination. 

Senator Smrrn. Did you lift anything from the so-called report 
which you made or Mr. Fried made from his interview with you that 
you did not. know to be accurate ? 

Was there anything that you lifted from the Fried report or his inter 
view with you that was inaccurate, that was wrong? 

Mr. Frepper. Did I lift anything that I thought was wrong? 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Fepper. No: I don’t think I lifted anything that was wrong. 

Senator Smiru. Or anything that would be untrue ? 

Mr. Frepper. No; I don’t think so. 

Senator SmiTrH. You know that / 

Mr. Fepper. I would not lift anything that was untrue. 

Senator Hennines. You know what lift means in this sense? 

Mr. Frepprr. Taken out of this statement and put into the other. 

Senator Hennines. Word for word. 

Mr. Frpper. Word for word. If it was untrue I would not pick 
out. 

Senator SmirxH. The report that you had before you was the repor' 
of the inverview that Mr. Fried, the committee investigator, Mr. Fried 
had with you; that was the report of his inverview with you? 

Mr. Fepper. Previous interview with me. 

Senator SmirH. That is right. 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Counsel may proceed. 
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Mr. Becker. Now, Mr. Fedder, when you telephoned Senator 
Butler and you could not reach him; then he returned your call in the 
early morning, do you recall the conversation that you had with him ? 

Mr. Fevper. Prior to election ? 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Fepper. Yes: I recall that. 

Mr. Becker. And what was that conversation ? 

Mr. Frepprer. That is the night I went out to Towson, Md. Senator 
Butler was scheduled to appear on the program that evening as one 
of the spe akers. So I went out there and waited until the end of the 
evening and Senator Butler did not show up to that meeting. And 
it was announced at the meeting that he was det: lined somewhere 
else. And so after the meeting—it was about 11 o'clock, I think—I 
called Senator Butler’s home to see maybe if he had cialis home, and 
he was not wears and ] spoke toa young man. I clo not know who 
it was. I asked him was he Senator Butler’s son. And he said he 
was. T said, ““W ill you please | ye careful: write this down.” 

Mr. Becker. I just want the conversation. I do not want to take 
too much time. 

Mr. obey per. The conversation was this. 

Mr. Becker. With Senator Butler, please. 

Mr. Frevpre. I do not know if I am repeating it exactly word for 
word. I am giving you the substance of the conversation. The 
conversation was this. “Tell your father that William Fedder, the 
printer, called,” and gave him my home phone number. I told him 
to tell his father to call me, no matter how late he got him, that it was 
very, very important. And in order to get a strong message across, 
to make sure I got a reply, because I realized that Senator Butler 
was very busy during the campaign, I said, “Tell your father that I 
cannot guarantee that he will win the election, but I, probably, am 
the only man in Maryland that might be able to guarantee that he 
will lose the election. Soask him top lease call me back. It is urgent, 
no matter how late he comes home.” 

And later that morning, I do not know what time it was, I think it 
was around 2 or 2:30 in the morning, I was asleep, my phone rang, 
and Senator Butler did call me back. And I told Senator Butler, I 
said, “I am worried about your campaign.” T said—— 

Mr. Becker. That is all. I just want that conversation, that par- 
ticular night, please. Now, Mr. Fedder, is that conversation as best 
you can recall ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is the best I can reeall. 

Mr. Becker. That is what you previously testified to; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Fepper. I believe so. 

Mr. Becker. And there is no question about that being the con- 
versation: is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. When you were in Orey’s Restaurant you testified 
about an instance—in your prepared statement, exhibit 26—that 
the place was deserted inside and out. Since vou were here, Mr. 
‘Lowe, the night manager testified. He testified that you and Mr. 
Fried visited him at 3:18 in the morning, on January 15,1951. Do 
vou recall that visit ? 
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Mr. Fepper. Yes, indeed; I sure do. 

Mr. Becker. And do you recall talking to Mr. Towe, and Mr. 
Towe stated that the place was not deserted, that there were two 
employees there, at least two other people there / 

Mr. Fepper. I do not recall that. If he said it I won't doubt hi 
word, but I don’t reeall that. 

Mr. Becker. No reason why he 

Mr. Frpprr. I see no reason why. 

Mr. Brcxer. No particular reason for that ? 

Mr. Fepper. My impression was that the place was virtually 
deserted. I recollect seeing ho one except the Mian who waited On, US 
who turned out to be Mr. Towe. 

Mr. Brexer. Before you prepared your statement on February 
24, you did see this man, and he did t ll you that it was not de serted : 
did he not ? 

Mr. Frepprer. No: he did not. I do not remember him telling us 
that the mght we were there. I do not recall that at all. 

Mr. Bre KER, Now, Mr. , Fedder,. also since the last ime vou testified 
a policeman, Mr. Cordwell, testified vesterday morning that vou told 
hin ait shout this midnig] ide. 

Mr. Fepper. I do not thin! » testified that he told you all about 

. Ithink he said he Id vou a little bit about it. 

Mr. Becker. W1] li | ou get that informatio 

Mr. Fepper. I] aia th e cle in the newspaper. 

Mr. Becker. I see. You ‘think 4 that is all of the testimony thrit 


No: I don’t think that 1s all of the testimony. 
Cordwell testified 1 ct that vou told him 
was outside of his post. It was a sketchy con- 


1 


iat vou were held against vour will for 6 


Cordwell. I don’t 
hat I must have ict 
policen nan from another 
! a vasn’t something wr 
have another policeman from another Rael with me. 
ot omhche r what I told Officer Cordwell that night. 
Mr. Becker. Well, now, is it not a fact, Mr. Fedder, that the reason 
you had the other policeman is because you could not find a 
oliceman on your beat, you were riding around in your car trying 
hind one, is that not what Vou previo isly testifi ied to? 
Mr. Feppver. No. that is not what J previously t testified to. I said 
afraid to come to my place alone. That is why | was looking 
for a policeman. 

Mr. Br KER. If \ tm remen iI er all of t hos e thi Inge’s so well, will you 
explain, then, why you testified—I am reading from page 187 of the 
testimony, “I didn’t tell a ny police”—this is in answer to a question— 
‘| ann" tell any police or any Government officials about it until 
after the 19th.” 

Mr. Fase. I remember saying that, beeause IT was telling you 
last time whatever I could possibly remember when T was here, and 
I am telliy Yr Vou now Vv hatever [ ean remember, what I ean remember 
while | ani here, 
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Mr. Becker. Well now, Mr. Fedder, do you think it was important 
enough that if a serious crime had been committed and within a week 
or so vou had told a policeman about it that you would have remem- 
bered it, if you remembered all of the other details ? 

Mr. Frepper. I do not know what I thought at that time. At that 
time that ride, shortly after that ride, 1 was so damned scared, I do 
not remember what I said. 

Mr. Becker. I know that, Mr. Fedder. The point I am trying to 
clear up is this, you gave us a narration of all of-the facts and you 
have told us the peop le that you spoke to about this incident. Now 
a policeman has told us that you did converse with him about it. And 
when you gave him that information, what was the purpose of your 
civing him the information ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. He said all of the facts, all of the facts I could reme 
ber at the time. 

Mr. Becker. I do not mean all of the facts, just the incident, let us 
put it that way. 

Mr. Frpper. Let me tell you something else, Mr. Chairman. Some- 
thing else I did not remember. A customer by the name of Daniel 
Barr who is with the—— 

Senator Monronrey. What is the name? 

Mr. Fepper. Daniel Barr. 

Senator Monroney. Will vou spell 

Mr. Fepper. B-a-r-r. He is a customer. He is connected with the 
Standard Distributors Products Corp. The address is northwest 
corner of Lombard and Commerce Streets, Baltimore. Md. He was 
in my place just a few days ago, and we were talking about this thing. 
And he says, he says, “I know you are telling the truth.” I looked at 
him funny. | said, “You know ? How do Vou know: what clo Vou 
know about it?” “Well, I was in your place just a day or two after 
it happened; I was here with an order, and you were so nervous and 
eXc ited you could hardly talk to me, and I asked you what was the 
trouble, and you told me something about it, and I told it to several 
ol her people.” 

And until this day I do not remember talking to him; vet a few 
days ago he told me I talked to him. Yet I do not recall even to 
today that I talked to him. 

Mr. Br KER, Mr. Fedder. You spoke to Mr. Moore within LO or 
12 hours after this incident occurred, did vou not 4 

Mr. I epDER, | spoke to him that Monday 2 night in Thompson’s 
festaurant, 


Mr. Bre KER. And evel though you had someone else present, you 
cid not hesitate to see him, did you 4 


Mr. Frepper. No: because we were in a well-lighted pub slic restau- 
rant that was open all night, and they are busy all night. 

Mr. BECKER. Did vou make ay complaint of any kind to him and 
the people who were with him / 

Mr. Frepper. I did not. 

Mr. Becker. As a matter of fact, did not you, that same morning 
within hours after this incident occurred—you told us—you spoke 
to Miss Jean Kerr? 

Mr. Frpper. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Is that right / 
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Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Did you complain to her and tell her that these men 
held you out against your will for 6 hours and had taken you for a 
ride? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t remember the exact substance of the conversa- 
tion, but I did tell her that she did not owe me any money, that she 
had a receipt and statement to prove that she had. The men kept 
me all night, and I was tired and I wanted to goto bed. If she wanted 
to send anybody, to send them early; I was tired; I would go to bed. 

Mr. Becker. I am asking if you talked to her a few hours after 
this incident occurred, and my only question is whether you made 
any complaint to her at all. 

Mr. Fepper. Just. what I repeated; that is the only thing. 

Mr. Becker. Did you make any complaint to her about this inei- 
dent ? 

Mr. Frepper. My conversation as I can remember is what I just said. 
I don’t know whether you call it complaint or what, but whatever I 
said to her, that is what I said; that is the best I can remember. 

Mr. Becker. Did you tell her that you were taken for a ride for 6 
hours? 

Mr. Frepprr. I don’t remember what I told her. 

Mr. Becker. Did you tell her anything like that or make any com- 
plaint about it ? 

Mr. Frepper. I got no record of what that conversation was at that 
time. Iam telling you now the best I can recollect. I have told you. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Fedder, did you at any time tell anyone that Mr. 
Jonkel and Mrs. Van Dyke were trying to gyp you out of your money ¢ 
That conversation was some time before election / 

Mr. Frpper. I don’t recall. I can’t reeall that. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever tell that to Mr. Butler? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t recall telling it to Mr. Butler—Senator Butler. 

Mr. Becker. Did you ever make that statement to anyone when 
interviewed at any time? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t remember whether I did or not. 

Mr. Becker. When you were present in the office of Mr. Mundy, in 
the latter part of November, around November 26, and your attorneys 
were present ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. No; it was around December 1. It was the latter part 
of November that I called Mrs. Van Dyke. I called Senator Butler’s 
office. 

Mr. Becker. About December 1? 

Mr. Frpper. About December 1. It was a Friday afternoon, if I 
recall correctly. 

Mr. Becker. When you talked to Mr. Mundy at that time and you 
had your bill there and there was a certain amount due and owing, 
L think around $1,800 

Mr. Fepper. $1,300. 

Mr. Becker. $1,300? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. There was a dispute over the amount, do you remem- 
ber that very well ? 

Mr. Fepper. I remember no dispute over the amount. 

Mr. Becker. There was a dispute as to whether payment was due 
you or not ¢ 
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Mr. Fepper. There wasn’t any dispute about payment of that bill 
from the Baltimore headquarters to me at any time until after Mr. 
Mundy had received the signed copy of a statement I signed and some 
memorandum that he received from Don Surine. Up until that point, 
here was never any complaint of any kind from anyone. 

Mr. Becker. I am not interested in the dispute. I just want to fin- 

h my question, ples ase, Mr. Fedder. When the conference took place, 
lid your bills show the various payments made to you? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; the statement would show it. 

Mr. Becker. And it would show payments other than those pre- 
iously made by Mr. Mundy; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. It would show all the payments that I had received 
through the Butler headquarters on that account. 

Mr. Becker. You knew how many payments you received from Mr. 
Mundy ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. No; I did not receive all the payvinents. I remember—— 

Mr. Becxer. I said, you knew what payments you received from 
Mr. Mundy ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. I am trying to answer your question, Mr. Becker. I 
received only one payment directly from Mr. Mundy which was 
around November 15; $8500. The rest of the money that I had gotten, 
though, there were checks signed by Mr. Mundy—I did not get them 
from Mr. Mundy. They were picked up or delivered to me from 
Baltimore Street, from the Lord B: altimore Hotel. 

Mr. Becker. There was a number of payments or credits on the 

ill of moneys other than received from Mr. Mundy; is that correct 

Mr. Frepper. My full account was on the statement, if that is what 
you mean, showing all of the moneys I received; all of the account. 

Mr. Becker. It showed a $5,000 payment on that; do you remembe1 
that ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That isright. Whenever an account would show what- 
ever was in the account it would show 85,000, the $2,420, and anything 
else I received would be on that statement. : 

Mr. Becker. And then it showed payments other than you had pre- 

iously received from Mr. Mundy or from the Butler campaign com- 

ittee; is that correct / 

Mr. Fepper. It would show my full account, whatever I received. 

Mr. Becker. No further questions at this time. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. I thought if you want to stop the questions, 
ow would be a good time. 

Senator Monroney. If counsel is through, the committee go ahead 
ind question. We have witnesses waiting to testify this afternoon. 
lhe committee would be glad to sit for a while longer to finish up 
vith the witness. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Fedder, Iam going to ask you a question 
nd will be perfectly frank in putting that question, because I have 

ad some considerable doubt as to the awfulness of this so-called 
midnight ride. I say that in public. And so I ask you today if this 
o-called beating and pushing that assistant counsel has given you here 

this room before this committee, which our assistant counsel may 
ave given you at your previous appearance here, does not fall some- 
vhat into the same category-—— 
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Mr. Fepper. I didn’t say 

Senator Henprickson (continuing). As that famous midnight 
ride? 

Mr. Fepprr. I didn’t say beating or pushing. I said he asked me the 
same question over and over and over again. 

Senator Henpricxson. I will rely on the notes of the reporter for 
that. I though I heard you say that. 

Mr. Fepper. I said that caused me to make a mistake, but he asked 
me the same question over and over again, and I answered correctly 
two or three times, and then there was discussion between counsel. By 
the time I answered it wrong and made a mistake, I did not know what 
question I was really answering. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you not use the term “beating and 
pushing”? 

Mr. Frepper. No, sir, I don’t think so. 

Senator Henprickson. I will rely on the record. 

Senator Monroney. The record will show. 

Senator Henprickson. You testified here this morning again about 
the call that was made by these three men and you said it was very 
abusive. 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. You do not mean to tell the committee that 
all three men called your wife ? 

Mr. Frpprer. No, two men in the conversation, not three. 

Senator Henprickson. Two men in the conversation ? 

Mr. Frepprr. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you know why there were two men in 
the conversation ? 

Mr. Fepper. No: I do not know. 

Senator Henprickson. How did your wife distinguish between the 
conversation of one and another ? 

Mr. Frepper. She remembers first she spoke to one man and then 
he told her to hold the line and then he put somebody else on the 
phone. 

Senator Henprickson. Then there were two men who conversed 
with her? 

Mr. Fepvrr. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. Do hg know who they were? 

Mr. Fepper. Now I know. I didn’t know that night. 

Senator Henprickson. Tell us. 

Mr. Fepprer. They turned out to be, when I got—when TI arrived 
at the Emerson Hotel, there were two men in the phone booth and a 
message left for me they would be waiting in the lobby, and the men 
I met waiting at the phone booth were Mr. Nilles and Moore. 

Senator Henprickson. They were the men who called? 

Mr. Frepnrr. So far as T know they were the men that called. 

Senator Henprickson. Now when that night vou took them to your 
house vou say you begged them not to go into the house? 

Mr. Fepper. I did not take them. They took me. 

Senator Henpricxson. Well, have it vour way, but you did beg 
them not to go into the house; is that right ? 

Mr. Fenner. That is right. 

Senator Hennrickson. And you went in alone? 

Mr. Frepper. Correct. 
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Senator Henpricxson. And you were terribly frightened 
time ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Yes, sit 

Senator Henpru KSON. You have a telephone in the house ? 

Mr. Fepper. I do have a telephone in the house. 

Senator Henprickson. In spite of the fact that you had been taken 
on this awful ride, the telephone was available where you could hi ive 
‘alled the police, you wel t into the house ania « ‘omp le ted your 11SS10 

the re and came out and got back in the car with them / 

Mr. Fepper. What is the question ? 

Senatol Hy NDRICKSON. Will you read the question ¢ 

(The question was read by the reporter, ) 

Mr. Fepper. Do you want to know why t cs he police 
like vou asked me last time / 

Senator HeNpDRICKSON, Read the question again, please. Read { 
slowly. 

(‘The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Fepper. When I came out of the house 7 

Senator Hi NDRLICKSON, Did you or cid you not get back in the cal 
with them when you came out of the house ? 

Mr. Frepper. I vot back in the ear 

Senator Henprickson. You did not ? 

Mr. Fepprr. I did get back in the ear. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. That is all IT wanted to know 

Now when you arrived at the post oflice in the course of conversa 
tion there, according to your testimony this morning, you used thes¢ 
words, referring to a conversation that you had with these two men 
W ho were—the three mien W ho were in the post othee, said. a W ill make 
a deal with you.” 

Mr. I eppt R. You sald three men in the post oflice ? 

Senator Henprickson. Were there two or three 2 

Mr. Frepper. We were not in the post otlice. 

Senator Henprickson. You went back to the post office. 

Mr. Freppi R. We went banc k Lo the post ollice: two men, Nilles ana 
Moore, carried the other cards into the post office and they were not 
present at the time I signed that statement and I went home befor 
they vot back. 

Senator Henprickson. Who was present how walt who was 
present when you used those words, “I will make a deal with vou”? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t recall exactly who was present. ] don’t know 
whether it was I don’t remember if it was while taking the cards 
in While all three were present. 

Senator Henprickxson. You did testify this morning that vou made 
the statement ? 

Mr. Frepper. I remember the conversation, I will make a deal with 
them, they can put in there they don’t owe me money, that the deal | 
completed, and IT will sign it and I signed j I don’t remember the 
other two being present when I signed it. 

Senator Hrenprickson. No: but who was present when you made 
the statement, “I will make a deal with you”? To whom did you 
direct that remark ? . 

Mr. Fepper. I directed all of my remarks during that ride to Surine. 
He was the spokesman. 
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Senator Henprickson. Well, now, if you can clear my mind, I wil! 
be very happy about it. Is it the ordinary thing that a man who 
being taken on a midnight ride, which is a very serious nature, a 
you describe it, proposes a deal—do you understand what I mean ‘ 

Mr. Fepper. No; I don’t quite understand. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, you were making a deal with them, 
were you not; you proposed to deal, did you not ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, they were not forcing any deal on you 
then, were they ¢ 

Mr. Fepprer. They had already had the check back. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, I mean then, what was your deal; it 
was the return of the check, the completion of the deal that you had 
in mind ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. I do not remember what I had in mind. The only 
thing I remembered in mind, I wanted to get home alive. That is all 
I remember having in mind, my concern, I wanted to get home. 

Senator Henprickson. Now, this morning I made a brief note here, 
Mr. Fedder, and somehow I did not make it sufficiently in detail. You 
said something this morning about your secretary reminded you of 
something new in your records. 

Mr. Frpper. She said she told me she was in my office and heard my 
little conversation at the time Miss Kerr called me from the office and 
Mrs. Van Dyke, and I spoke to Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Senator Henprickson. Was she listening in on the phone? 

Mr. Fepprr. No; she was not listening. 

Senator Henprickson. She heard what you had to say? 

Mr. Fepper. She heard what I had to say. 

Senator Henprickson. In your testimony before the committee on 
the occasion of your last appearance you did not mention the Chris- 
topher incident, did you ? 

Mr. Frepper. No; because he was not involved in From the Record 
atall. He is not now. 

Senator Henprickson. Will you say now that Christopher never 
received any of the From the Record tabloids ? 

Mr. Frepper. I couldn’t say he never received any. He never re- 
ceived any from me out of the 500,000 I got. 

Senator Henprickson. You testified here this morning that you had 
a meeting with Senator Butler, a personal meeting with him. 

Mr. Frpper. It was not a scheduled meeting. I stopped in to see 
him. 

Senator Henprickson. On what date wasthat? 

Mr. Fepprr. I believe that was Saturday, November 4, at Butler 
headquarters, at which time I spoke to him, wished him luck in his 
campaign. I told him that the matter of mailing had been completed 
and we know that the money that he will owe us will be much less than 
the original estimated amount given to Mrs. Van Dyke. He was ver) 
happy to receive that news and he told me to give the receipts to Mrs. 
Sheppler, who was sitting there at the left, closer to the window, at a 
little typewriter desk. 

Senator Henprickson. Then you did not give him the receipts 
os ag hg you ? 

. Fepper. No: I showed it to him and told him T had them, but 
we dia not discuss the receipts before. 
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Senator Henprickxson. That is what I wanted to clear up. 
understood you to say before that you gave him the receipts first. 

Mr. Fepper. No; 1 mean I took it to him and he told me to give it to 
Mrs. Sheppler. 

Senator Henprickson. I have no further questions. 

Senator SmirH. | have a recollection, or there have been rumors, 
or vague references to you having some heart trouble. Were you un- 
der the care of a doctor during the Butler campaign ¢ 

Mr. Fepvper. Yes. I don’t know if you call it under the care of the 
doctor. Il went to the doctor several times. My stomach was very 
jumpy. I couldn't eat, throwing up, and had pains. I felt that I 
had pains around my heart and I went to the doctor. I went to Dr. 
Schreiber. His office is at the northwest corner of Fulton Avenue 
and Lombard Street. And one of the times he took me over to the 
Franklin Square Hospital and put me through, I think, the fluoro- 
scope machine or some photographie equipment, took a look at my 
heart. And another during that time I had pains in my left arm and 
the blood circulation was not normal. And = left hand, they had 
accumulated—they had accumulated big are: I think, what you 
would say blood accumulation here, and the h: at Was very sore » and 
weak. And he gave me some medicine for my stomach. He put his 
hands on my stomach and said, “You have”—see if 1 can remember 
what he said—he just feel—— 

Senator Smiru. [ wondered about how far the doctor went 
examining you. 

Mr. FEDDER. He wave me medicine for my stomach and Vitamins 
said one of the new drugs—he said he could feel the stomach spasms, 
just from putting his hands on my stomach. 

Senator Smirn. You have told us about, told the committee about 
feeling nervous and jittery, and others have testified likewise. Could 
it be possible that that nervousness, following the so-called ride, might 
have been the result of sheer exhaustion after that all-night distribut 
mg or collecting of cards 4 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t think—I don’t think so. I have been a pretty 
strong fellow all my life. 

Senator Smrru. With this heart condition, might it not be / 

Mr. Frpper. I have no heart condition. It was just the fright. 
That made my heart beat faster. The doctor assured me my heart 
was good. That made it beat faster. Just in September L placed 
a $20,000 policy. 

Senator Smiru. Now, Mr. Fedder, you mentioned earlier today 
having some stamps the night of the so-called ride. About how many 
did you have with you? 

Mr. Fepprer. At what time / 

Senator Smiru. When you met with the men and were writing the 
statement. 

Mr. Frepper. I at that time—— 

Senator Smirn. That was in the restaurant. 

Mr. Frepper. = the restaurant. IL would have, let me see if IT can 
recall for you, Pd say it would be in the ne ighborhood of maybe six 
or eight thousand or something like that. 

Senator Smirn. How large a package would that be? 

Mr. Fepper. That would be no package at all. Thad no package. 

Senator Smitu. What form / 
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Mr. Frepper. In little rolls. Some were full rolls, some were quite 
not full rolls where the girls had used stamps from. 

Senator Smirn. Were the ‘vy ina package or in your pockets ? 

Mr. Fepver. In my pockets, no package. 

Senator Smirg. Yesterday Mr. Towe at the restaurant was in and 
he said the only thing I remember—that was the day before yester- 
day— 

The only thing I remember is the stamps and the milk shakes, is the only 
thing. IL would not have remembered the stamps except the rolls were really 
large. 

Did you not have large rolls under your arms or in your hands? 

Mr. Frepprr. No; no boxes or no packages of any kind, just those rolls 
of stamps. 

Senator Smira. In your pockets 

Mr. Fepper. I had them in my pockets and I put them on the table 
and asked for a seat. 

Senator Smiru. I would like to ask you a few questions about your 
business. Are youa printer or are you a jobber / 

Mr. Frevper. It is this way, I am in the direct-mail advertising busi- 
ness principally. We have our own plant and we also job out work, too. 
If we get too busy or get spec ial jobs we job them out. 

Senator Smiru. Tell us the difference between being a printer and 
al jobber. 

Mr. Frpper. Some peop Ne strictly are in the jobbing business. All 
they have—they call themselves printing brokers—all they have is an 
office. They take orders, but buy everything from other plants, the 
same as ] do work for some pr iInting broke Ts. 

Senator Smirxa. And do the mailing ¢ 

Mr. Frpper. Some oi them do not even do anything. They get the 
orders. They have the contact. They have everything done on the 
outside. They bill at wholesale and resell at a profit. They are called 
printing brokers. 

Senator Smiru. You are a combination of a printer and broker or 
jobber ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. I am primarily a printing and direct-mail house, but 

at times we get too much work and we have competitors we work with; 
# competitor gets ina jam, 1 help him out. And I have enough com- 
petitors who help me out. 

Senator SmitH. You have the equipment to do the printing 

Mr. Frepper. I have lovely equipment. 

Senator Smiru. Did you pay anyone to get the Butler account for 
yous 

Mr. Frepper. Absolutely not. I was introduced to the Butler head- 
quarters by Mr. William Poellinger, but I have known Mr. William 
Poellinger, he used to work for a customer of mine, and the customer 
went out of business and left the city, and during the time of the 
Butler campaign he was free lancing, had a little studio set up in his 
house. 

Senator Smrru. You did not pay him anything?! 

Mr. Fepper. Nothing at all. 

Senator Smiru. You did not agree to pay him anything? 

Mr. Fepper. Did not agree to pay him anything, nor did he ask. 

Senator Smrru. You were doing him a favor? 
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Mr. Frepper. He likes me. He does some art work for me and I 
do some printing for him. He likes me. I printed his business cards 
and his announcements when he set up his own studio. 

Senator Smirvu. Will you tell the committee again, I think you have 
given us the list of the names of the persons with whom you arranged 
to distribute the tabloids in the outside of Baltimore. 

Mr. Frepper. Outside of Baltimore they are arranged this way: 
Through contacts | had with the YMCA, I do some work for the 
YMCA in Baltimore, there I got the information to call the director 
or secretary, whatever his title would be, in Annapolis and | told him 
of my problem, that there is no distributing company in Annapolis 
and if he knew of any boys that would like to make some money. And 
whoever { spoke to, I do hot remember his name right now, but he 
lined up the boys who would handle the distributing for me in Annapo 
lis. And on Saturday morning early we sent the material to him. 

Senator SmitH. What about the other towns / 

Mr. Frepprr. In Hagerstown, Md., I have a friend of mine, name is 
Betty Winn. 

Senator Smiry. W-i-n-n / 

Mr. 'epper. Yes. She runs the Winn Office Service. And she mad 
originally contact with the Boy Scouts to handle the job, but when wi 
got to Hagerstown she did not know what IT was bringing up. I told 
her I had distribution Lo handle and Boy Scouts have some ruling 
that they do not handle anything political. So instead of that she 
vot me other boys. And l hired a taxicab who, | think, | paid Be) 
toand the taxicab staved with the boys and hauled the irculars around 
town and supervise l the bovs for that distribution in Havgerstow ie 

Senator Smiru. Who else was there 4 

Mr. Fepper. That is all I recall out of town. 

Senator Smirn. Just Hagerstown and Annapolis 4 

Mr. Frepper. That is right. Cumberland and Frederick, we could 
not make contacts, so we used the telephone books. 

Senator SMITH. So there was only the YMCA in Annapolis 
Miss Winn, Betty Winn, at Hagerstown ¢ 

Mr. Frepprer. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. When you were preparing your prepared state 
for your appearance before this committee who was present ‘ 

Mr. Fepper. In my plant that night a woman named Mrs. Buchal 
Was there, one of iy oirls from the office. 

Senator SmivTuH. Is she a bookkeeper / 

Mr. Frepprer. She is a typist. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Frepper. And another, Mrs. Shull. 

Senator Suivi. Is she a typist 4 

Mr. Fepprr. She is a typist. 

Senator Smiru. Are those two girls your regular employees / 

Mr. Fepprer. Regular employees. 

Senator SMITH. Who else was there / 

Mr. Frepper. Mr. Fried was there, Mr. Braiterman, my attorney, 
was there and IT was there and a man back in the plant running one 
of the presses. 

Senator SMITH. Did you give any of those eirls any cietation at that 
time? 


SH6TO—hH1 
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Mr. Fepper. No; we gave them no dictation at all. They are not 
stenographers. Mr. Braiterman and I prepared everything. We 
used this one as the basis we had in front of us and then the additional 
I kept writing in my own longhand. They typed from the statement. 

Senator Smirx. Your own girls, those you speak of, the two that 
you have just mentioned, typed ? 

Mr. Fepprr. From a written statement. 

Senator SmrrH. Typed the statement from your handwritten state- 
ment as you got it out, as you and Mr. Braiterman got it out ? 

Mr. Frpper. That is right. We also used the statement referred 
to as exhibit 24. And we had one of those with us. And anything 
that looked correct to me we left in, and where we have notations we 
wrote in the column directly where they belonged in there, that para- 
graph, or if there was anything to be deleted we would have taken it 
out of that sheet. 

Senator Smrru. Your personnel then in your oflice is a bookkeeper 
and two typists and they were the only ones present ? 

Mr. Frpper. That bookkeeper was not even present. 

Senator Smiru. The two typists and you and Mr. Braiterman were 
alone? 

Mr. Fepper. No; I didn’t say that. Mr. Fried was in the place. 

Senator Smirn. He came in? 

Mr. Frepper. He came in from time to time. 

Senator Smirn. No one else did any typing of the statement or 
taking dictation on the statement ? 

Mr. Frepper. I don’t recall anyone else being there. 

Senator Sarrn. Now, Mr. Fedder, it has been ch: arged by one wit- 
ness before this committee that you have committed perjury, and that 
Mr. Fried and former Senator Tydings induced you to commit per- 
jury. What is your answer to that charge / 

Mr. Fevper. That is not true. Mr. Tydings didn’t induce me to 
do anything. I went to Mr. Tydings of my own accord. It had been 
previously suggested, or if you want, that I go to Mr. Tydings for it, 
but I never consented to anything. I did not go to Senator Tydings 
until after the 17th, I believe the date was, when I heard Drew Pear- 
son talking about something and he mentioned Surine’s name. At 
that point, when I heard that, that even frightened me more than I 
had already been frightened. I realized what a horrible guy this 
Surine was. And after that I had no right to withhold such infor- 
mation any longer. I didn’t know whoto goto. I had called Senator 
Butler many times before and he had never called me back. And I 
wi as urged before to go to Senator Tydings. I never did. And then 
L really thought I ought to talk to somebody and I had agreed then 
to go to Senator Tydings’ office. 

Senator Smirn. Now, Mr. Fedder, on March 21, page 1617 of the 
testimony, when Mr. Surine was before the committee, I said, and I 
quote from the record. 

Mr. Surine, I would like to get in the record in a one, two, three summary 
form the specific instances in which you say that Mr. Fedder lied to the com- 
mittee. Do you suppose you can do that for us just briefly? 

Mr. SurtNe. Yes. The most important point, I think, is the one where he said 
I threatened him with a McCarthy investigation when at the same time he 
testified under cross-examination, as I recall—I haven't read the transcript—that 
he believed I was connected with a printer in Washington. 

I think that is very important because it would be impossible that I made such 
a charge that night or any other time. 
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What have you to say about that? 

Mr. Frepper. I said that when I first saw Mr. Surine for the first time 
he had come to my place about a week before election and had brought 
me some circulars from Washington and I had assumed or presumed, 
whatever you want to call it, that at that time he was just working 
for the printer, but later on I don’t know how I knew or precisely 
when I knew, but I knew by that night that Surine was with McCarthy, 
I believe. I knew Jean Kerr, even had a call to her, but I don’t 
know precisely when I knew or how I knew. I referred to him as the 
printer the first time I met him, the first time he came over. 

Senator Smrru. Next, Mr. Surine says: 

I think the next point that is very important is his over-all picture, his over-all 
picture of me at the post office, out of a clear sky saying to him, that I grabbed 
him and said, “Where is this letter?’ I think that is a very important point 
and can easily be shown to be a lie, because just making a guess at it, from what 
he said he called Senator Butler at 1 or 2 a. m. in the morning and Butler agreed 
to send him a letter. Now I have a suspicion that probably no one in the head 
quarters, even themselves, knew of the letter. I certainly didn’t. Yet, he states 
or implies that that was my purpose, one of Iny primary purposes, and grabbed 
him in the post office. I think that is a point that could easily be shown to be a 
lie on Fedder’s part. 


Mr. Fepper. That is what he asked for, he demanded the letter back, 
and I was surprised that he even knew. How many people knew in 
Senator Butler’s that I had the letter or anything, I don’t know. 1 
have no way of knowing who knew. I was surprised that he knew. 
I was more than surprised, I was shocked, because I thought it was 
just a business deal between me and Senator Butler, but he knew and 
demanded it back and said if I did not give it back they would put me 


through a McCarthy investigation. I told him I could not give it 
back, He said, “Do you know Kriss?” I don’t know who Captain 
Kriss is. I never heard the name before. And I said, “Who is 
Kriss?” “Kriss from the police department.” 

Senator Smiru. And you still say that you were not lying when 
vou said that ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. I was not lying then. 

Senator Smiriu. That he grabbed you ? 

Mr. Frepper. I said, “I am tired, I want to go home.” He said 
where he came from my kind would be lucky to get home at all. 

Senator Smiru. Then Mr. Surine continues : 


Of course, his news releases along that line implied that we had kidnaped him 
and taken him for a ride for the sole purpose of getting the letter. I think that 
is almost public know ledge. 

As I recall, on the cross-examination, when T was present, in this committee 
when Mr. McDermott, I think it was, or possibly Mr. Becker questioned him, 
from the time we left the post office—I wasn’t here all the time—up until 5 a. m. 
in the morning, as I remember it, he had gotten us up to the development at 5 
a.m. On his own examination right up to that point every move that he testified 
under cross-examination that we made was pursuant to the general purpose of 
collecting stamps and cards, 


Mr. Surine continues: 


I don’t think—TI haven't, of course, read the transcript—from the part I heard 
it is very apparent to me that he had gotten us up in the evening's festivities 
or the evening's action up to 5 o’clock in the morning, and he still has yet to 
testify to this committee any specific words that would indicate a threat physi 
cally to life or physically to his family. 
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What do you say about that ? 

Mr. Fepper. I would like to add something here. Since this night 
I talked about T have made this trip twice. And one night it was a 
rainy night. It wasa Sunday night, I believe, just a week or so ago. 
And I left the post office at 20 of 10. made the whole round, to Mrs. 
Edwards, to Pennsylvania Avenue, back to Mrs. Edwards, to Halley's, 
and back to the post office that night it was raining and by the time 


we got home there was even a little snow flurries. And I made that 
trip from 20 of 10 until 10:13. IT made the trip again yesterday and 
I picked the toughest time of the day. T made this trip vesterd: L\ 


and | kept an accurate record ot ny speedome ter, so anyone e ‘Ise with 
his own automobile can check mV report. 

dicdes at 11 o'clock IT left the post office. My speedometer read 
LOO0L4. The last number of the tenths on the speedometer. And 
at 11:09 my speedometer was 4,903.7, and [ was at Mrs. Edwards’ 
at Monroe near Saratoga Street. 

At 11: 14, speedometer reading 4.905.4, IT was in front of the Penn 
svylvania Avenue house, end of North Avenue. 

At 11:20, speedometer reading 4,907.1, T was back to Mrs. Edwards’ 
house. 

At 11:33 , Speedometer reading of 4,911.7, I was at Mrs. Halley's 
hor ise on l srraine Ave nue. 

At 11:43, speedometer reading 4,913.9, T was back at the post office. 

This is 43 minutes during the busy time of the day, lots of traffic, 
lots of traffie lights, lots of automobiles and trucks and streetcars. 
It wasaclearday. It was vesterday, March 28, 1951. 

Now this was 43 minutes at 11 o’clock in the day, close to the noon 
period. It was 33 minutes from 20 of 10 to 13 minutes after 10 on a 
Sunday night and, of course, I did not go into any of the houses. 
Have to add a little time for picking up the parties and coming out 
again. 

And at that late hour after 1 o’clock at night on Sunday night TI am 
sure the same trip could have been made and still saved another 5 or 
10 minutes, because there was no traffic, virtually no traftie or no 
traffic lights or any other traffic hazard, after 1 o'clock in Baltimore 
on Sunday night. 

And I still say that the whole trip, including going to the houses, 
picking up the work and everything else. could have been completed 
in an hour or less under strict, honest, legitimate business conditions. 

Senator Smrru. I will read a bit more what Mr. Surine said to the 
committee: 


house 


If you will read his testimony—excuse me for saying that. I mean, I haven't 
read it, but what part I heard of it, he has yet to say specifically what threats 
He merely says, “I was just seared.” He has implied in there but he hasn't 
vet named why he was so frightened. Either I was supposed to be carrying 
a gun, which I wasn’t, or I had a club or in some way frightened him. 

Now I think that is very important. I don’t recall while I was in the com- 
mittee hearing him specifically state the reason. He gives some general things. 
Ile brings in the Baltimore Police Department. Why he does that, I don’t know, 
and that I threatened him with a McCarthy investigation. 


I continue to quote from Mr. Surine: 


Those are words I think were planted with him, but at the same time he has 
yet, as near as I remember hearing him, to testify to any real facts that would 
indicate such a kidnapping and such fear. 


Have you anything further to say ? 
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Mr. Frepper. I have nothing. JI have no way of knowing what was 
in his mind when he said—I don’t know what he meant—I was not 
going to challenge him—there are three big men against me—I was 
not doing any challenging that night. 1 don’t—I had only one in- 
terest and that was getting home. When they said they were going 
to put me through a McCarthy investigation 1 don’t know what they 
possibly could mean in their minds. I have no way of reading their 
minds, but they were three big fellows against me. I didn’t make any 
challenge to the remarks. Even if they asked me, after telling me 
that they would put me through a MeCarthy investigation, he even 
asked me didn’t I believe he could do it. he bragged about it, and T said, 
“Yes: I believe you could.” and I cidn’t challenge him. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, you thought discretion was the 
better part of valor? 

Mr. fy DDER, It shows ] was right. Il did vel home alive. 

Senator Smiru. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Fedder, you could have called the police at 
several points during that ride, could you not have é 

Mr. k’'epper. Not at several points. I could have called the police, 
now I recall, I could have called them only twice because—— 

Senator Monroney. Go ahead. 

Mr. Fepper. You just want a “yes” or “no” answer ? 

Senator Monroney. Once or twice vou said, I believe. 

Mr. Fepper. I could have called possibly just once or twice. Now 
I don’t know why I didn’t, but I was in the house at 4 o'clock, but then 
I expected to give them the check and come right back. At 6 in the 
morning or 6:30 in the morning when I got back home I thoueht about 
it. Iam not going to say it didn’t run through my mind, but it was 
still before the election and I figured all he wanted was a letter and if 
they could go to all of these threats and all of this trouble for a letter, 
and it Was before the election, and if I made it big hullabaloo and stink 
about it and it interfered with the results of the eleetion, God knows 
what those kind of guys come back and do; I don't know how venge 
ful they are or what they were up to. IT can only know what I was 
feeling. 

Senator Monronry. You did not feel bitter toward Butler at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Fepprr. Never at that time, nor at this time. 

Senator Monroney. You voted for him? 

Mr. Fepper. I voted for him. He always treated me as a gentle 
man. The letter of guaranty shows it was written by a gentleman. 
[ have no complaints personally against Senator Butler even now. 

Senator Monroney. Then one of the reasons that you did not, I 
believe, from your testimony just now—let us see if we can get it a 
little clearer—that vou did not report it to the police was that it would 
vet it into the newspapers, it was 2 days before election, and— 

Mr. Frpprr. One day. 

Senator Monronry (continuing). One dav before election, and 
such a story might have been very disadvantageous to your friend and 
the man who had been a vood customer, having spent some SLS.000 
or $20,000 with you. 

Mr. Frepper. He was the biggest order I had ever gotten in my life. 

Senator Monroney. The biggest order you had ever done? 


Mr. Frpper. Yes. 
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Senator Monronry. And you were being paid for it, you felt satis- 
fied that the letter of guaranty you had rec ceived from Senator Butler 
was suflicient ? 

Mr. Frepper. Sufficient for me, ample, assurance that I would get 
my money. 

Senator Monroney. No dissatisfaction in your mind at all regard- 
ing the handling of the Butler account ? 

Mr. Frepprer. No. 

Senator Monroney. And, therefore, you say, you tell the committee 
now that that was one of the reasons that you did not make a scene or 
report to the police when you had access to the telephone, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Frpprr. That is right.. 

Senator Monronery. During this ride did they question you at 
length regarding this alleged bribery of this other man that was to 
help you get this Butler account ? 

Mr. I'epprr. You mean Mr. Poellinger ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Frpprer. They questioned me about Mr. Poellinger. They 
wanted to know how I was—I got in there, and got such a big job, and 
1 told them, nothing wrong there. A friend, Poellinger, was doing 
the art work and I believe the ‘y got hold of Mr. Poellinger through 
going to the Baltimore News- Post and Mr. Poellinger used to work 
there, and someone at the Baltimore New s-Post, I believe, according 
to the story, if 1 remember correctly what Mr. Poellinger told me, is 
how he was recommended into the picture. And when they asked him 
to recommend a printer he recommended me, and knew me and was 
satisfied with my work, and that is how I got into the picture. 

Senator Monronry. Did they tell you, or accuse you during the 
ride, that you had offered him a $50 bribe to introduce you to certain 
people at Butler's headquarters, to acquire this work ? 

Mr. Frpprer. I don’t recall that part. I do recall that at one time 
during the night he got a litle tender at the time, acted real nice, and 
said, “Now, look,” he says, “you don’t just get big orders just like this, 
just like that.” He said, “Now, you must have kicked back plenty of 
money, either to Van Dyke or Jonkel, didn’t you? That is all right, 
you can tell me. It is nothing wrong with that, if you did.” And he 
was trying to get that information out of me, whether I had given, 
whether I had to — k back to Jonkel or Van Dyke, and I didn’t kick 
back to anybody. I didn’t have to pay anything to get that job. I 
gave value received. I gave good service. And no one got kicked 
back, no one got paid for anything. 

Senator Monroney. Did they accuse you of kicking back, other 
than that conversation just rel: ited, to someone ? 

Mr. Fepper. I don’t recall whether they accused me of that. I know 
they asked me how I did and I told Mr. Poellinger. 

Senator Monronry. Did they accuse you of not delivering the From 
the Record, the top light in certain spots in Maryland? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes; they accused me that I didn’t distribute, didn’t 
believe I distributed them in Hagerstown, and they wanted to know 
who it was, what proof I got, and I wouldn’t tell them because, first of 
all, I felt it was none of their business in the first place, and then again 
I was not going to get a nice person like Miss Winn, who helped me 
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out, have her, have someone like Surine bother her for information 
and what else. 

Senator Monronry. During the course of the ride, it was rather con- 
tinuous running question, examination ¢ 

Mr. Frepper. Practically all during the time, until I finally went 
home. 

Senator Monroney. That you were under examination, you felt, 
most of the whole ride? 

Mr. Fepper. {hat is right. 

Senator Monroney. There had been no physical violence ? 

Mr. Frepper. No physical violence. 

Senator Monronry. But you were subject to severe cross-examina- 
tion, to say the least; is that it ? 

Mr. Frepprer. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Part of that time were you, as they have since 
used the language, were you accused of trying to cheat and defraud 
and rob the Butler campaign 

Mr. Frepper. That is the type of langugae they used. 

Senator Monroney. Do you recall any other language that they 
used in the course of the ride? 

Mr. Fepvper. I don’t recall any. 

Senator Monronry. Was there any threat of prosecution? 

Mr. Frepper. No: I never heard anything like that at all. 

Senator Monronry. Were there any threats of exposure that some 
of these things vou said you had done, they claimed you hadn’t done? 

Mr. Fepper. No: I was not worried about anything like that. 

Senator Monroney. I just wondered if, during that cross-examina- 
tion, 1f they had accused you of anything like that. 

Mr. Fepper. I know of no threats or accusations or promises, of 
anything about that, and I was not worried about that because pre- 
viously, on Saturday, Senator Butler, in his office, already had all 
of the post-office receipts for any mail that I was going to charge for, 
already had them in their possession. I was not worried at all about 
a thing like that. 

Senator Monroney. One thing hard for me to understand is why, 
Without some threats or something else, that vou willingly signed 
away $110 of money that was yet owing you on the postcard deal. 
You said in your statement that vou signed, vou said, “You don’t owe 
me anything. The whole deal is through.” Yet the next morning you 
were called, notified you were going to get a check for postal-card 
money owing. 

Mr. Frepper. It was money, $115, does not mean anything to me 
when my safety is at stake. Only money. JI am not worried about 
money. I make a nice living for myself. 

Senator Monroney. You are telling this committee, then, that you 
were perfectly willing to lose $115, that you could have in signing 
that statement, if they wished to stay with the language of the state- 
ment, that the whole thing was shecagh and they owed you no money ? 

Mr. Fepper. Not only have been willing to lose the $115, I would 
have been willing to lose the whole profit on the whole Butler cam- 
paign, not to have been through what I have been through. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 
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Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Fedder, did I under- 
stand you, in response to a question from the distinguished chairman, 
to say that this statement which you signed is a fraud ¢ 

Mr. Frepprr. I consider that whole statement, as I signed it, a 
fraud. 

Senator Henprickson. That is what you consider it now. You ap- 
parently did not consider that a fraud when you appeared here be- 
fore, before this committee, did you ? 

Mr. Fepper. I can’t answer that, whether I did or not. Would you 
mind reading me back what you are reading from ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. There are several pages of colloquy here, 
from 256 to 258, to 280, in the February 25 testimony, and I do not 
want to take the time of the committee and the witnesses to go through 
all of this colloquy, but I will just read you a few questions and an- 
swers which related to some of the changes which you made in it. 

You were asked—well, we will start just here: 

You did not have any trouble with the pen in making that correction, did you? 


Referring to the corrections made in the statement. 

You say: 

I don’t remember whether I had trouble. I mean, I wrote it, it is there, you 
can read it. 

You were asked : 

It was voluntary on your part? No one compelled you to make this change? 


Mr. Frepper. No one compelled me to make the changes. 
That is what you said. Then you were asked: 


No one forced you to do anything against your will in making these changes? 


You said, “No.” 

And I could go on and read all of those colloquies. 

You did not indicate in that testimony at any one place that this was 
a fraud or a fake, or anything else. 

Mr. Frepper. I made some notations to try to make some of the things 
a little more correct, those things which I could not prove with my post- 
office receipts, but you will also see in the statement where it says that 
I got the ch: ok es arlier in the d: ay from Surine. I got that check from 
Kiermas. 

Senator Henprickson. That is correct. It appears in the record, 
anvway. All right. 

Now, you testified in answer—vyou responded to a question from the 
chairman of the committee, you said that vou had a chance to use a tele- 
phone to call the police several times in the course of this trip but that 
vou did not do it. This is now your conclusion, that you did not do it 
because you were afraid it might affect the election results and bring 
further trouble on you, but I point out that you did have ample time 
after the elec tion—this was only L ck av before the election—you did 
have ample time, plenty of time ‘eae this was all over, to go to the 
police, did you cur sir j 

Mr. Fepper. I did not have any desire to go to the police. T didn’t 
have the desire to hurt my friend, Mr. Butler, Senator Butler now. 
And T had called his home. T called his office. I was hoping he would 
call back so T could tell it to him. T have no desire 





Senator Henprickson. Now, Mr. Fedder, I said a few moments ago 
in asking you a question—I want the press and the public to under- 
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stand this clearly—I made the statement that I had considerable doubt 
about the awfulness of this midnight ride. I do not doubt that you 
had this long ride, but I do have some considerable doubt about the 
awfulness of it because of conflicting testimony. I am searching for 
the truth, just as every other member of this committee, and I cannot 
quite understand, [ just cannot quite understand why, having gon 
through this terrible experience, this horrible experience, harrowing 
experience, Why you did not make a point to go to the police and make 
a formal comp Jlaint against these terrible m en—vou referred to them 
this morning in that ve in—why you did not bring them to the bars of 
justice through the usual legal procedures which are available to every 
citizen in this country. I just cannot understand why, instead of do 

o@ thi at, VOU waited un ti] some ‘body took vou in to see Senator Tydings 
it just does not seem like the normal process for a man who has been 


subjected to the harrow Ing experience that you cla 


that night. 

1 would just like vou to tell the committee 

police at any pont between the time of the 

vet the time you had before the eleetion—to brin 
rescue, | would like to know why you did 1 the police 
tween the close of the pi lls eleetion clay an the ti you went 
Senator Tydings’ oflice. 

Mr. Frepprr. I don’t know why idn’t, but—I don’t know 

Senator Hi Nprickson. Were vou g ing to force this committe 
try to draw its own conclusio) 


' 


? 1 
Im vou went through 


aw were not used and a very unusu 
av to the press and the public, with the att 
have all had in this matter? 
Mir. Fepper. I don’t know how to explan 
explain it. I didn’t. I don’t know whi. 
Senator Henprickson. IT must say 
scared, if T had been taken on a long ride. 
ake available the first moment I had to os ne 
| 


vbodyv who abused me. And I know I woul l 


You have referred here today to a subse ii { 
vour own, under your own 
sion, and vou timed it. As vou 
that trip at all. 
Mr. Fepper. No. 
Senator Henprickson. You did not stop at Orey’s Ri 
Mr. Frepper. That was not planned or scheduled. We s! 
have stopped there on the—— 
Senator Henprickson. You did not stop there o 
you made; did vou ! 
Mr. Fepper. No; but if I had, it would have only t 
of another minute. 
Senator Hrenprickson. IT mean, yes—how long did you spend 
Orey’s Restaurant that night? 
Mr. Frpper. It is not my fault they started writing statem¢ 
iadl no control over that, nor did T plan it or expect it or want it. 
Senator Henprickson. You staved the re in the—— 
Mr. Frpprer. Yes: I stayed. 
Senator Monroney. The witness will kindly observe the decoru 
of this committee. 


} 








1004 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Fepper. I apologize. 

Senator Henprickson. The committee was told by one witness that 
the public telephone which could have been used was right outside. 
I want to believe every witness before this committee, but facts musi 
be at least logical, and I suggest that if you can clear up these doubts, 
I would be very happy about it. 

But to get back to this trip without a mission, how long did you 
stop at these various homes? 

Mr. Frevper. Just stopped long enough; I pulled the brake, put dow: 
the speedometer reading, wrote down the time, and I continued. 

Senator Henprickson. But you did not go in any houses? 

Mr. Fepper. Did not go in any houses. 

Senator Henprickson. You did not stop at the post office and go it 
the post office ? 

Mr. Frepprer. No, indeed; neither did I—— 

Senator Henprickson. You did not have any ecards to load on 
unload ? 

Mr. Frepper. No. 

Senator Henprickson. Who was with vou on the trip? 

Mr. Fepprr. That trip yesterday, I was alone. 

Senator Henprickson. All by yourself ? 

Mr. Fepper. That is right, but you can take it in your own car and 
and check the speed, mileage. 

Senator Henprickson. You were not afraid on this trip; were you? 

Mr. Fepper. Yesterday, that was 11 o’clock. 

Senator Henprickson. Then you were alone ? 

Mr. Frepper. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. But these bad men are still around. Now, 
then, you made a trip at night, too; did you not ¢ 

Mr. Fepper. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you go alone that night ? 

Mr. Frepprr. No. I took my wane with me; went for a ride. 

Senator Henprickson. Who suggested these trips ? 

Mr. Frepper. It was my own suggestion. 

Senator Henprickson. Your own idea? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson, It was not suggested by anybody at all, 
counsel, or otherwise ? 

Mr. Fepprer. Not that I recall. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. That is all. 

Senator Smiru. During the signing of, writing and signing of the 
statement, Mr. Fedder, was there ever a time that Mr. Surine and 
those men sympathized with you, encouraged you to confide in them, 
to confess to them ¢ 

Mr. Fevper. The only time they were nice about anything at all 
was when they were trying to get me to admit that I get—paid off the 
job to Mrs. Van Dyke. 

Senator Smiru. They were sympathetic then ? 

Mr. Fepper. They were real nice to me. 

Senator Smirn. All of them ? 

Mr. Fepper. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. That is all. 

Mr. Becker. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott? 

Mr. McDernorr. I have no further questions of this witness. 
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Senator Monroney. I believe the counsel would like to have Mr. 
Braiterman back this afternoon for a brief testimony. I would 
appreciate your making yourself available. 

Is everybody through with Mr. Fedder at this point? 

The committee will stand in recess until 2: 30 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 1 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 

: 30 p.m. this same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The hearing will be in order. 

Will counsel call the first witness ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Prior to calling the first witness, I would 
make a statement for the record that has the prior approval 
members of the subcommittee. 

Since the testimony of Mr. Fedder thi mornil go, al which time h 
referred to a receipt that he had received from the John Marshall 
Butler headquarters for YOO copies ot the tabloid rom the Record, 
the receipt dated November 6, 1950, we have made an inquiry of the 
person, M.S. Wright, whose signature ee son the rece pt. ‘ 
Inquiry develops that Mrs. M. a. Wrie \\ ith whom an investiga 
has talked, indicates that she did sign such a rece pt; that she 
pened to be in the John Marshall Butler campaign headquarter 
that time, and someone asked her to sign the ieceipt, and she was a 
part-time volunteer worker in the John Marshall Butler campaign 
at that time. 

I wish also to introduce formally the documents referred to by Mr. 
Fedder in his testimony: Exhibit 89—long distance toll tickets (p. 


965): Exhibit 90—( ‘Opy of portion of telegram bill {p. 965): Exhibit 
| National . \dvertisinge Co. delivery ticket (p. 964): Exhibit 92- 


v2 (a)— 


National Advertising Co. packing slip (p. 965): Exhibit 
Photostatic copy of National Advertising Co. ledger sheet (p. 965). 

The first witness this afternoon is Mr. Marvin Braiterman. 

Mr. Braiterman, please. 

Senator Monronery. Mr. Braiterman, will you please state 
hame ¢ 

Mr. Brartrerman. Marvin Braiterman. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you shall 
give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 


the truth, so help you God ¢ 
ie BrRAITERMAN. LI do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARVIN BRAITERMAN 


Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Braiterman, are you a practicing attorney in 
the city of Baltimore, Md. ? 

Mr. Brarrerman. I am. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what is the name of the firm with which 
vou are identified ¢ 

Mr. BrarrermMan. I am no longer identified with any firm. I prac- 
tice privately by myself. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you have been present at the hearings of t} 
subcommittee where William Fedder has testified, and he has referre a 
to you several times in his testimony as his attorney. We are inte! 
ested particularly at this time in having you tell the members of the 
subcommittee the circumstances surrounding the preparation of the 





1006 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


pee pared statement which Mr. Fedder read to this subcommittee when 
he first appeared before the subcommittee in connection with these 
hearings. 

Would you tell the members of the subcommittee how that was 
handled, please ? 

Mr. Brarrerman. As I recollect, on Monday, it first dawned on me 
iat Mr. Fedder should have a prepared statement in his testimony 
before the committee that was to take place on Tuesday and should 
work from that rather than merely sit down and start answering 
questions immediately. 

I recalled that such was committee procedi ire. However, I had no 
specific information about this committee procedure. These hearings 
vere Just beginning at that time, and I called Monday afternoon to 
check with Mr. McDermott as to what the procedure with reference 
to prepared statements, et cetera, Was. 

I don’t believe—I am not positive of that—but I don’t believe I 
spoke to Mr. McDermott that day. However, I did speak to Mr. 
Fried at the office of the subcommittee in Washington. Mr. Fried 
told me Mr. MeDermott was busy and he would relay any question I 
might have to Mr. McDermott and provide me with the answer. 

I oe I asked him at that time about our} rights to come in here— 
vhen I say “our rights,” I refer to my client’s righ ts—to come in here 
with ap re cared statement, to open | us remarks to the committee. 

It seems to me that Mr. Fried aces information from Mr. Me- 
Dermott on the telephone from the offices of the committee here to the 
effect that the Semaine rules were that a prepared statement was 
satisfactory and permis . but that 12 mimeographed copies had to 
be delivered to the committee 24 hours in advance of the hearing or in 
advance of the particular testimony involved. 

As I remember, we didn’t have 24 hours at the time I spoke to Mr. 
Fried. It was probably 4 or 5 in the afternoon on Monday, and our 
scheduled testimony was for 10 o'clock the following day. However, 
we went to work to prepare a statement, mimeographed it, and sub 
mitted it to annie ittee that way and felt that the committee would 
waive whatever rules it might have on the subject and let the state 
ment be read. 

Late that afternoon, about 5 o'clock or 6, perhaps -I don’t reeall the 
time—I accompanied Mr. Fedder, who was at my office, over to his 
office to work on the statement there because we needed mimeograph 
facilities, and fortunately he was a client who happened to have ex- 
cellent mimeograph facilities right in his plant, and we worked on 
the statement, using a oy; of Mr. Fried’s memorandum, famous 
memorandum of the 17th of February, as a guide simply because in 

all this pe riod upt o this time Mr. F ‘edder did not have, nor did I have, 
any written chronological memorandum of exactly what had tran- 
spired during the—— 

Senator Henprickson. May I ask why you use the words “famous 
memorandum” ? 

Mr. Brarrerman. Why? Because it has been referred to so often 
ithistestimony. That is the only reason. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. 

Mr. BrairermMan. The memorandum was used simply because I] 
had no memorandum other than that; Mr. Fedder had never 
had any memorandum other than that, and it was a big job 
preparing that statement in the detail in which we prepared it; and, 
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rather than work from nothing, we nani from that. Whatever 
appeared ap propriate we took out of » Fried statement; whatever 
appeared inap propriate or we chose to ¢ aan on our own, a matter 
of emphasis or omission or commission—I don't recollect partic ularly, 
because it didn’t stick in my mind that strongly—we changed or left 
out. 

The statement was not in any way-—that is, the Fried 
of _ Fedder’s interview with Fried—was not in an vy way 
or read by me prior to ap proxim: ite ly 5 o'clock or 6 o'cloe k. 
it was, on Monday when we worked on the preparation of 
ment that was delivered to the committee the next day. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time that statement was prepared, 
statement which was ultimately read by Mr. Fedder to this sul 
mittee, was Mr. Fedder aware of the fact that that state 
eiven to this committee under oath ¢ 

Mr. Brarrerman. Oh, very definitely; 
to be given to the committee under oath. As a 
lieve I might have mentioned to him just incidentally, because 
think of the point of it now, except it sticks in my mind that there was 
a bit, that I read in the press when Senator Tydings had given his 
testimony here that there was some bit of discussion and Senator 
Tydings said he was very glad to be sworn in before he gave his pr 
pared statement the week before, or something to that effect: and 
I knew and he knew, because I particularly told him, that this pre 
pared statement that he gave was a part of his testimony and that 
was a privilege wry congressional conunittees extended which a court 
perhaps would not, but that that was the customary way things seeme 
to be done, though I had never been up here in a hearing 5 fore. 

Mr. McDermort. I have no other questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker, any questions ? 

Mr. Becker. No. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Hrenprickson. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith, any questions / 

Senator Smiru. No questions. 

Senator MOoNRONEY. Senator Hennings ? 

Senator Hennings. No questions, 

Senator Monronery. Thank you very much 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Friedenberg, please. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Friedenberg, will 
ham. 

Mr. Frirevenrerc. S. Charles Friedenberg. 

Senator Monronry. Do vou solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to clive in this hear ne will be th e truth, the whole truth, ar cl 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Frrepenperc. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming to the con 
mittee to clive the benefit of your testimony. We regretted we could 
not tk ake you the first cl: ay vou were he re due to the fi vl that we don't 
move sometimes as rapidly as we should like to. 


TESTIMONY OF S. CHARLES FRIEDENBERG 


Mr. McDermorr. Please state your full name. 
Mr. Friepenserc. 8S. Charles Friedenberg. 
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Mr. McDernorr. W hat is your residence, please ? 

Mr. FrrepennerG. 3912 Maine Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. McDrermorr. What is your business ? 

Mr. Frrepenperc. President of the Overbrook Eggnog Corp., 
Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Now, Mr. Friedenberg, do you know Mr. William 
Fedder ? 

Mr. Frrepvenserc. I know him now. 

Mr. McDermorr. And how long have you known him? 

Mr. F’rrepenperG. Since the afternoon, I believe, of December 12, 
1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you accompany Mr. Fedder and others 
to the office of then Senator Millard Tydings in the Senate Office 
Building in Washington on or wate December 19, 1950? 

Mr. Frrepennerc. December 19, I believe it was December 12, if 
I am not mistaken. 

Mr. McDermorr. I don’t have that record immediately available, 
whatever date it was in December. 

Mr. Frrepensere. Yes, on that afternoon, Mr. Fried, Mr. Fedder, 
and myself appeared at Senator Tydings’ office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Will you explain to this subcommittee, please, 
your identification with that transaction ? 

Mr. Frrepennerc. Mr. Chairman, I feel as a loyal American citizen 
and a friend of Senator Millard Tydings, that after Mr. Fried had 
approached me where I parked my car in his garage with a certain 
situation that he had just told me just briefly about Mr. Fedder, I 
then called Senator Tydings on the phone and told him this gentle- 
man wanted to make a statement to him in Washington. That was 
on Monday, the day prior to Mr. Fedder, Mr. Fried, and I appearing 
over here. 

The following day, Tuesday, I met for the first time Mr. Fedder 
here in Washington, came over here with Mr. Fried oo an hour 
and a half before appearing at Senator Tydings’ office. I asked the 
Senator whether I should bring these two gentlemen to his office— 
in other words, accompany them—and the Senator said, “Yes, Chi arles; 
do So. “g 

I came there and introduced Mr. Fried for the first time and Mr. 
Fedder, whom I say I just met a short while before, and at that time 
Mr. Fedder made a complete statement, as far as I recall, to your 
investigator here, the attorney, Mr. McDermott, and another attorney, 
I don’t recall his name offhand, and that is about all. 

[ listened to the statement completely and that is all I know of 
the situation up to that time. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You did not know Mr. Fedder prior to that time? 

Mr. Frrepennerc. I did not know Mr. Fedder prior to about 1 
o'clock that Tuesday afternoon. 

Mr. McDermorr. And this matter, Mr. Fedder’s participation in 
the campaign of John Marshall Butler, was called to your attention 
by Mr. Fried; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frrevenserc. By Mr. Fried. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you known Mr. Fried for some time? 

Mr. Frrepennerc. Approximately 2 years. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you were a customer of the parking garage 
he operates in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Frrepenserc. My company stores our cars there. 
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Mr. McDermorr. You had known Senator Tydings for some period 
of time? 

Mr. Frrepensera. I had known Senator Tydings about 24 years. 
He was a friend most of the time. 

Mr. McDerrmort. And was it at your suggestion, so far as you know, 
hat Mr. Fedder appeared in Mr. ‘Tydings’ office 

Mr. Frrepenpnerc. At my suggestion 4 

Mr. McDernorr. Yes. 

Mr. Frrepenserc. Not at my suggestion. Mr. Fried told me that 
his man had a statement to make. Neither one of them knew Sena 

vr Tydings. Mr. Fried knew I knew Senator Tydings, and that 
iow this here meeting came about. 

Mirwg McDermorr. You arranged uv the meeting with Senator 
Pydings ¢ 

Mr. Friepensera. I called him on the ~ and he asked me, “Do 
you know these gentlemen ?” And I said. * Ono now Mr. Fedder. 
Senator, but I know Mr. Fried for several years.” 

Mr. McDermorr. When you introduced Mr. Fried to Mr. Tyding 

the occasion, was that the first time, to your knowledge, they had 

met each other 4 

Mr. Frrepenserc. To my knowledge the first time I believe 4 
Fried ever met Tydings to my knowledge. 

Mr. Me DERMOTT. I have ho further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. Friedenbere, Mr. ried, Or, rather, Mr. Fedde - in his testimol \ 
before this committee on February 2S. vol 
ponse toa question as to how Senator Tydings came into the picture, 
Mr. Fedder said this: 


ume 5, at page 307: In re 


I said in here 


probably meaning 1h his statement— 


at I picked Senator Tydings, and I don’t think at the 
because I cannot know everything about every man’s lif 

that time Mr. Fried had ever known Senator Tydings, 

Would you disaeree with Mr. — 

Mr. FriepenberG. Did you say Mr. Fedde 

Senator Henprickson, Mr. Fedder said that; ves. 

Mr. Frrepenpnerc. Senator, all I can say is 1 don’t know just what 
Mr. redder had tO Say to Mr. Ie ned. Atl I know is Mr. ried ap 
proached me in the garage there and told me that Mr. Kedder Wants { 
to make a statement to the Senator. ‘That was all. That is all J 
KHOW, 

Senator Henprickson. Then I take it you would disagree with Mr. 
ledder’s statement in that regard in the light of your testimony. 

Mr. Friepensperc. Would you mind repeating that 4 

Senator Hrenprickson., Mr. Fedder at page 307: 

I said in here that I picked Senator Tydings 


ising the word “I°— 


ind I don’t think at the time, I can’t say for sure, because I cannot know every 
ng about every man’s life, but I don’t think that at that time Mr. Fried 
ver known Senator Tydings. 
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Mr. Friepenperc. Senator, all I can say about that point is that 
subsequent to this meeting, as I understand it, Mr. Fedder told Fried 
that he wanted to speak to Senator Tydings, as T understand it. Tam 
trying to answer your question—that is as far as I understand. 

‘Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Fedder told Mr. Fried he wanted 
speak to Senator Tydings / A 

Mr. Friepenspers. As I understand it. 

Senator Henprickson. Was that before you talked to Mr. Fried? 

Mr. Frrepenserc, Subsequently that I heard it, as far as I know, 
because I had no discussion with Mr. Fedder at any time. 

Senator Henprickson. You are, I understand, a very close friend 
of Senator Tydings. 

Mr. Frrepenserc. I am. 

Senator HENDRICKSON. And it was in the interest of Senator Tyd- 
ings that vou acted as the go-between between these gentlemen and 
the Senator. 

Mr. Friepenserc. I would say that: yes, Senator; because I felt, 
I had heard offhand there was something the Senator should hear 
about. As I said before, subsequently there was some statement 
made that this gentleman wanted to talk to Senator Butler and after 
that he wanted to reach Senator Tydings; that is all. 

Senator Henprickson. At that time, Mr. Friedenberg, you had 
only heard the story of the so-called midnight ride; hadn't you? 

Mr. Friepenperc. I only heard that in Senator ¢lydings’ office. 

Senator Henprickson. It was that story you wanted Senator 
Tydi ngs to hear / 

Mr. Frrepenserc. That story as well as anything else he might 
have to relate. 

Senator HENDRICKSON. Was there anything else at that time that 
you wanted to bring to Senator Tydings’ attention ? 

Mr. Friepennerc. No: nothing else, so far as I know. At the mo- 
ment; no. 

Senator Henprickson. T would like you to enlighten the commit- 
tee, if you can, as to why a man who h: ud been put in this rather har- 
rowing experience should go to Senator Tydings rather than to the 
duly constituted enforcement agencies of the law. 

Mr. Frrepenserc. Well, in that connection, Senator, the only thing 
I can say is that Mr. Fedder wanted to make the statement directly 
to Senator Butler, as 1 understand. Why he-didn’t want to go to the 
police department, 1 couldn't answer it, but it seems the next person 
vitally inte rested 1 in the entire picture was Tydings himself. As long 
as he was my friend, | was #dvised by Fried that Mr. Fedder wanted 
to talk to him, and I called the Senator and asked, “Senator. do you 
want to see this gentleman who seems to have a story?” The Senator 
said, “Bring him right over.” I brought him the following day. 
It never occurred to me about the police department. 

Senator Henprickson. What did you think Senator Tydings could 
do about this? Why would he be the man to treat with a situation 
like that ? 

Mr. Frrepennerc. Because it seems to me that—— 

Senator Henprickson. Understand, this is no reflection on Senator 
‘Tydings. 

Mr. Frrepenperc. I understand. 

Senator Henprickson. I want to find out—— 
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Mr. Friepennerc. Well, to my way of thinking—I mean, I just 
thought IT was only doing the justified thing—the man wanted to 
talk to Senator Tydings. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you think this would affect the outcome 
of the election / 

Mir. I RIEDENBERG. | thought possibly it Was a question this man 
wanted to make a statement to him to possibly clear up certain situa 
tions. The man wanted to speak to Senator Tydings, and I told the 
Senator over the phone that this man had a statement to make. Up 
to that time ] didn't know anvihing about the details. As a matter 

f fact. I didn’t ask Mr. Fried the details about this. 
sehator Hy NDRICKSON. What situation could this clear lp in re 


pect to the Senator from Marvland the then Senator from Mary 


Friep NBERG, Possibly the bearing and conduet oft th cam 


Vpe ot campaign. | sail before, as a loval American citizen 
all elections should be conducted fairly and squarely. 
senator Henpru KSON. | acres | 
nal out whether vou thoueht that these 
tuation which woul 
Mr. FRIEDENBERG. 
Senator Henprickson. 
Mr. Frrepenperc. N 
lemen are here in the 
} the he 


i RieDENBERG. 
ator ELeNpRICKSON. 
ttor MoNRONEY. 
Senator Siri. .4 tand it, Mr. 
1 Mr. Kedder wante dtot TT Se hator Tyding 
he appointment with Senator Tydings for t 
eard about the story was when vou vot to Senator Tvdi 
iat meht ? , , ; 
Mir. Friepenperc. That is the first time. 
Senator Smiru. You didn’t ask Mr. Fried or Mr. Fedder \ 
inted to talk about / 
Mr. Friepenperc. As a matter of fact, IT didn’t meet Mr. Fedder 
ntil about an hour and a half before [T appeared in the Senator’ 
fice around 2:30 that Tuesday afternoon. I didn’t go into no de 
tails with the gentleman. I was told offhand about a certain drive. 
ut no details, and Sort ot in other words, as far as Mr. Fedde 
tted into this situation, that was all, but there was no details. As 
matter of fact, | wasn’t that inquisitive, because I knew I was going 
)hear his story in the presence of Senator Tydings. 
Senator Smiru. You didn’t know what they were going to talk 
bout before vou called Senator Tydings ¢ 
Mr. Frrepenzverc. About the election / 
Senator Smiru. About the ride / 
Mr. FRIEDENBI RG. That is about all. I understood he had othe 
ings to talk to the Senator about; just the ride, I didn’t know. I 
dn't question anything. 


SH6TO—F1 65 
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Senator Smirxu. You felt, perhaps, Senator Tydings was defeate: 
and he would like to know some of the reasons, and if somebody had 
enlightenment, he would appreciate it 

Mr. Frrepenserc. This seemed to me to vitally concern Senato: 
Tydings. He was the closest one in the picture. Do you think so‘ 
I would think so. 

Senator Smirnu. Mr. Friedenberg, have you had any contact with 
Mr. Fried since that meeting in Senator Tydings’ office / 

Mr. Frrepenserc. Had any contact with him? 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Frrepenserc. Only bringing my car in his garage; no thor 
ough discussions. 

Senator Smiru. Have you talked with him about that meeting? 

Mr. Friepenserc. That particular meeting? 

Senator Smrru. Yes, and about the developments. 

Mr. Frmepenserc. No, I haven't bothered. I have been trying to 
follow this through the press and these meetings. I have been her 
a couple of times. 

Senator Smiru. Have you had contact with Mr. Fedder since that 
meeting ¢ 

Mr. Frrepennerc. No, I have not had contact with him or been at 
any meeting, whether he had a prepared statement or anything els 
That was none of my business. 

Senator Smirn. Have you had contact or talked with Senato: 
Tydings since that day ¢ 

Mr. Frrepenserc. I have seen Senator Tydings on several occa 
sions on personal matters, business, et cetera. That is about all. 

Senator Smiru. Did you talk about the subject of that meeting 
that day with Senator Tydings, the day you were all together / 

Mr. I'rrepenserc. Not particularly; no. 

Senator Smiryu. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings 4 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Friedenberg, as you gathered it, you were 
understood by Mr. Fried to be a friend of Senator Tydings; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Frrepenserc. That is correct. 

Senator Hennines. And you were asked by Mr. Fried to introduc 
him and Mr, Fedder to Senator Tydings ¢ 

Mr. Friepenserc. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. That you did? 

Mr. Frrepenserc. That I did. 

Senator Hennines. Was there any more than that to it / 

Mr. Frimpenserc. No. As a matter of fact— 

Senator Hrewnines. Anything intricate about it? 

Mr. Frirepennerc. As a matter of fact, I didn’t even indulge in tha 
particular discussion that day. 

Senator Hennines. You have no interest in the subject matter, 
take it, other than as a citizen of this country / 

Mr. Frrepenserc. That is just it, the justice. 

Senator Hennines. Was there any secret meeting between you anc 
Senator Tydings or anybody else ¢ 

Mr. Frrepenserc. There has been no secret meet ings between me and 
Senator Tydings at any time. 
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Senator Hennrnes. And with that your activities in this matter, if 
that be termed activity, ceased ¢ 

Mr. Frrevensera. That is correct. I mean I haven't been involved 
since. 

Senator Hennines. You were the middleman, so to speak, the in- 
termediary ¢ 

Mr. Frrepenserc. From the standpoint of justice, I thought it was 
my duty. 

Senator Hennines. That is all. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, Mr. Friedenbe TEs you say you were 
the catalyst who wanted to bring everybody together; is that righ t ¢ 

Mr. Friepensperc. Pardon me/ 

Senator Smiru. You were a catalyst, one who brought everybody 
together 

Mr. Friepenserc. To a certain extent. 

Senator Smiru. You served in a catalytic capacity, getting these 
people together to talk things over. 

Mr. Frrepenserc. I imagine that is about the way you would ex 
press it > yes. 

Senator MonNRONE Z« You did say, J believe, Mr. riedenberg, that 
you knew something vaguely about the midnight ride and didn’t know 
any details about it. 

Mr. Frrepenpers. I didn’t know anything more about it than you 
did before the hearing be ae I heard the statement when Mr. Me 
Dermott was present Mr. McDermott was prese nt, and I introduces 
them, and that is all I knew. 

Senator MoONRONI y. You made the appointment 6 

Mr. Friepenserc. That is right, and I said to the Senator, “Can I 
send these two gentlemen to you ‘ and he said, “No. Charles. vou be 
present.” He knew nie, he didn't know these two ventlemen. | knew 
Mr. Fried figured he must have something, and therefore I intro 
duced him. Somebody has to have contidence in something. You 
have confidence in him and would listen to him. 

Senator Monronry. McDermott, any questions ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No. 

Senator Monronry, Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Friedenberg, what is your business ? 

Mr. Frrevenserc. Manufacture of cordials and eggnog. 

Senator Henprickson. That is the only business you have? 

Mr. Frrepenrerc. That is the only present business I have. 

Senator Henprickson. What relationship, if any, have you to Sena 
tor Tydings ? 

Mr. Friepenserc. I have no relation outside of the fact of being a 
friend of his for many years of long standing, a man I admired, a man 
I think is a very high type man, and a credit to this country, is a very 
fine Senator, and I felt as long as this matter was brought to my atten 
tion briefly, he deserved a hearing as long as somebody wanted to listen 
to this fellow Fedder; that is all. 

Senator Henprickson. ‘There is one thing puzzling me, and I tried 
to get some of the witnesses to clear it up for me. That is when this 
story came to light, why you didn’t guide Mr. Fedder to a magistrate 
or the district attorney's office or someone to whom he could make a 
complaint, so that the matter could follow due process of law. It 
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seems to me that any situation or incident such as this is described to 
be by some witnesses involves violation of law. Iam puzzled to know 
why advice was not given that he go to the law-enforcement officers 
rather than to a legislative official of the Government. 

Mr. Frrepenserc. Well, Senator, there is no need to elaborate that 
angle, but I will say that as long as you bring that issue up, immedi- 
ately after we seen the Senator here, we did try to get the Baltimore 
authorities to listen to Mr. Fedder, the State’s attorney's oflice. We 
went over there for a few moments, I think 2 days later, and—— 

Senator Henprickson. Two days after 

Mr. Frrepenrverc. After we saw the Senator. That was all. 

Senator Henpricxson. You went to the Senator first? 

Mr. Frrepenserc. That is right, and because we felt, it did not occur 
to us, but occurred to the Senator himself, that someone in Baltimore 
should know something about it, but, my goodness, when you take the 
man to the State’s attorney's office, Mr. Fried and myself went there, 
we were—when you have a man like Bernie Wells and the present at- 
torney like Sadari trying to put us under cross-examination, and I 
said this is a matter of record. “ wasn’t interested in hearing Fed- 
der’s story, he was interested in having charges — somebody, 
I said, “Gets your hats and home? ‘and walked out. I said, “Mr. Wells, 
if vou want to hear this thing off the record, all rel and good.” 

That isall. You brought that point up, and IT am trying to answer 
you. That is the only thing I can say. We did go to the State’s at- 
torney, and you would think T was a criminal the » way they were try- 
ing to put us under cross-examination. 

Senator Henprickson, My question was had you any contact with 

Mr. Fedder other than at Senator Tyding’s office ? 

Mr. FrrepENBERG. The only case where Mr. Fedder was at the 
Senator's office. 

Senator Henprickson. You said, “Yes,” to that. 

Mr. FrrepenserG. Pardon me—at Senator Tydings’ office. 

Senator Henprickson. Then you tell me you went to the district 
attorney’s office 2 days later with Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Frrepennerc. I bring that up because T understand Senator 
Smith to mean did I go to Senator Tydings’ office. 

Senator Henprickson. My understanding was you had only met 
him on that one occasion. 

Mr. FrrepenserG. Pardon me? 

Senator Smiru. Excuse me. My question was, had you had 
contact with Mr. Fedder other than at Senator Tydings’ office ? 

Mr. Friepennerc. That is what vou said. 

Senator Smrru. Other than at Senator Tydings’ office. 

Mr. Frrevenverc. The one other occasion, that is all. 

Senator Henprickson. That is the point. 

Mr. Friepenserc. I am answering that because you raised the ques 
tion why we didn’t try to interest some authorities such as the police 
department. 

Senator Henprickson. Where did you say that you first met Mr. 
Fedder? 

Mr. Frrepennerc. Met Fedder in Washington at approximately 
p. m. of the afternoon at Senator Tydings’ and Mr. McDermott met 
with us, Tuesday afternoon. 








MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 LOLS 


Senator Henprickson. I am just trying to clear up, if I can, some 
of the discrepancies in the record. 

Mr. Frrepenpera. As a matter of fact, that was an hour and a half 
before. About 2:30 we were in Senator Tydings’ office. 

Senator Henprickson. Fedder says in his testimony on page 30s 
of the hearing, to a question: 

rhen when did you go to Mr. Friedenberg 

This is before you met him in Senator Tydings’ office. 

Mr. Frepper. I met him one day in the g: 

Would he be wrong about that / 

Mr. Frirpennerc. One day in the g 

Senator Henpre KSON, I ASSUITTE hen 4 Wa probably I) ec 
gvarage as Mr. Becker reminds ne. | do hot know. You Wo leh { 
meet him in any other one. [ don't Suppose 

Mr. Frrepenserc. No. Senator, there may be a possibility 1 
him in the garage, I can’t recall offliand. 

Senator Henprickson. [ have no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker / 

Mr. Becker. None, sir. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith ? 

Senator SMITH. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Did you, Mr. Friedenbei rg, think any _spe 
law had been violated when you went to the = trict attorney's office / 

Mr. Friepensure. Only insofar as after hearing Mr. Fedder’s state 
ment gp to Mr. McDermott, which, as I eee heard from time t 

me now, seems to be about the same statement more or less, with a 
ttle. Vil ation there <eels to be something of eruninal intent 
volved. "That is the onlv reason I went there. 

Senator Hrennines. You took no legal counsel in the matter a 
whether or not a law might have been violated, did you! 

Mr. Frrepennerc. No. 

senator Hi nninNGS. Whether it might he erimn al or Cly il. 

Mr. Frrepenpserc. That is right. J didn’t have counsel 
mine that. 

Senator Hrennineas. It might be false imprisonment 
whether some might think it was kidnaping. 

Mr. Frrepenrere. It only seemed to occur to me we should go 
the State’s attorney's office and vet an account and let ioe determine 
if there is anything to it. 

Senator Hennings. When you got there, the district attorney un 
dertook to examine you 4 

Mr. Frrepenrerc. Yes. T have known Bernie Wells for many years. 
and right there he said, “Everything you may sav may be used against 
you.” Tsaid, “Don’t start that. Off the record this man made a state 
ment in Washington to the Senate investigating committee, and Mr. 
MeDermott has the entire account as a matter of record in Washing 
Ton, If vou Want to take it. all well and good, off the record, fa if 
not, gentlemen, let’s get our hats and coats and walk out.’ 

I walked out. If a man wants to take it that way, I didn’t want 
put myself in a spot. 

Senator Hennines. How would you have beet puttiy g yours If 


spot ¢ 
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Mr. Frrepenrerc. No use getting yourself involved in something 
when the State’s attorney’s office don’t want to take a statement the 
way it is. If there is anything to it, they can get something. If they 
want your name and address ‘and details of how you are involved in 
it, that didn’t make sense to me, and we walked out. I guess evidently 
they didn’t think enough of it to take it on that basis, off the record, 
you see. 

Senator Hennings. You didn’t suggest that any specific crime had 
been committed ? 

Mr. Frrepenserc. No, Senator, not at all; just introduced the State’s 
attorney to this gentleman, and said he had made a statement already 
to the attorney in Washington. 

Senator Hennines. And did the district attorney suggest to you 
that there had been no crime committed ¢ 

Mr. Frrepvenserc. Didn't say anything. He wanted to go on record, 
sort of file charges, and I didn’t see any sense in going through all 
that. First, let the man repeat the story and see if there is anything 
to it. Wasn’t there more than about 10 minutes ¢ 

I only bring this up to try to clear up something Senator Hen- 
drickson asked something about authorities. I want to bring that out. 
We did go there. 

Senator Henninoas. The reason I ask the question is there is sub- 
stantial doubt in my ‘mind that there was any criminal offense com- 
mitted, even under the worst interpretation of the facts. 

Mr. Frrepenrere. I didn’t go there for that particular purpose. 

Senator Henntnes. Be that as it may, vou didn’t go into that—— 

Mr. Friepenrnerc. Phase of it. No more than you “would, in other 
words. 

Senator Hennines. I thank you, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Did Senator Tydings suggest that you go to 
the State’s attorney ¢ 

Mr. Frrepenserc. He sort of mentioned it to me and said, “I think 
it would be a good idea to let the Baltimore authorities have some 
information on it as long as it is of record here.” 

Senator Monroney. You were conveying that as information and 
not in the nature of making a charge ¢ 

Mr. Friepenserc. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. You didn’t want to sign a charge and say this 
had been done because you probably weren’t familiar with the law or 
didn’t know whether the law had been violated ? 

Mr. Frrmepenserc. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. You felt it was perfectly proper in the course 
of events, since you had heard the story, and since it had been decided 
at this conference after the testimony had been given to the committee 
counsel that the local authorities also should hear it? 

Mr. Friepenserc. That is correct. As a matter of fact, it was a 
matter of record here. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Mr. McDermott, do you have any more questions ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No further questions. 

Senator Monronry. How long did you say you had known Senator 
Tydings? , oe 

Mr. Frmepenrerc. About 25 years; 1926. 

Senator Monronry. A long and friendly association ? 
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Mr. Frrepenperc. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. I have no further questions. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Friedenberg, the primary reason you 
left the district attorney’s office as you did was because you didn't 
want to become involved ? 

Mr. Friepenserc. That is right—couldn’t see the sense of all that. 
Let the man make a statement to him, and if he wanted to listen to it 
and didn’t want to go through that formality—told him off the record 
his gentleman wants to make a statement to you he made in Wash- 
ington; it is a matter of record. He didn’t seem to be interested. 
That was the end of that. 

Senator Henprickson, Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions / 

Thank you very much, Mr. Friedenberg, for coming before us. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Enos Stockbridge. 

Senator Monroney. Please state your name. 

Mr. Srocksripcr. Enos 8. Stockbridge. 

Senator Monroney. Do you sole mnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God 4 

Mr. Srocgxpripce. I do. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Stockbridge, we appreciate very much 
your coming before us. We apologize for not being able to take you 
on schedule, and we are very sorry. We know how busy you are and 
all. but we are grateful to you for coming over. 

On behalf of the committee I wish to advise you that any question 
the committee might ask you that seems to impinge on the relation- 
ship between lawyer and client we hope you will advise the com- 
mittee so we can respect that privilege. 

Mr. Srocknripver. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. We don’t wish to transgress that relationship, 
and knowing the eminence you have in the Maryland bar— 

Mr. Srocksrinpcr. I appreciate that very much, but I doubt 
whether it will occur. 

Senator Monronry. Advise us if it does. 


TESTIMONY OF ENOS S. STOCKBRIDGE 


Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Stockbridge, your name has been introduced 
into the record of the hearing being conducted by this subcommittee 
recently and particularly that is with reference to a document which 
has been identified as exhibit No. 36 in the record of this 
subcommittee. 

For your information exhibit 36 is a photo copy of document 
that was sworn to by John Marshall Butler on the 26th of February 
1951, and filed in the office of the Secretary of the Senate here in 
Washington. 

Included in that 

Mr. Srockeripcr. May | interrupt? What was the date of the 
filing, the 27th? 

Mr. McDermorr. The date of the acknowledgment of Mr. Butler 
is the 26th of February, and the date of filing does not appear on the 
copy which I have, but included in that exhibit is a photo copy of a 
letter dated February 26, 1951, addressed to Cornelius B. Mundy, 
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Baltimore, Md., signed by Jon M. Jonkel, in which Mr. Jonkel refers 
to certain contributions to the campaign of John Marshall Butler, 
which he by this letter reports to Mr. Mundy, observing in the letter 
ei at these contributions do not appear in the records previously filed 
by Mr. Mundy as official treasurer of the John Marshall Butler 
campaign. 

1 will now hand you this exhibit so you will have it before you. 

Mr. Srocksriper. [am familiar with it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could you tell the members of this subcommittee 
your participation in the preparation of the material included in that 
letter, particularly the list of contributions which Mr. Jonkel reported 
for the first time by that letter? 

Mr. Srockpripce. Answering your question, Mr. McDermott, as 
counsel for Mr. Butler, I heard—TI don’t know at the moment where, 
because, as you all know, you hear a lot of rumors in connection with 
any political campaign—that there were some questions about finances. 

So L very promptly went to Mr. Mundy and asked him to show me 
a copy of his report, which he very kindly did. He also showed me 
from his file a copy of the statement from the National Advertising 
Co., from which it was quite obvious that a substantial sum had been 
paid to that company in excess of the amount shown in the Mundy 
account, 

I therefore asked Senator Butler’s oflice to communicate with Mr. 
Jonkel and tell him that I would like to have a meeting with him and 
his counsel. I stressed the fact that I did not want to meet Mr. Jonkel 
unless and until his counsel was present. I met with them, with Jonkel 
and his counsel, the first time and only time I have ever seen him on 
Friday, February 23, at which time I called his attention and the 
attention of his counsel to the fact that apparently moneys had been 
expended which were not accounted for by Mr. Mundy and asked him 
as manager of Senator Butler’s campaign office whether he knew any- 
thing about it. 

He said “Yes.” that some items had been short cut and had not 
passed through Mr. Mundy’s accounts. I told him both Senator Butler 
and myself were very insistent that all the facts with respect to 
finances be made public, that I wanted him, therefore, from whatever 
source he could, to try to determine the amount and source of funds 
that passed through his hands, which did not go to Mr. Mundy. 

[ then wanted him to write a letter to Mr. Mundy, enclosing that 
information, so that Mr. Mundy could file a supplemental report with 
the authorities in Maryland. I then advised Mr. Butler—I also asked 
Mr. Jonkel’s counsel to send a signed copy of that letter to Senator 
Butler and advise Senator Butler to file this supplementary report 
with the Secretary of the Senate and a duplicate with this committee. 

That afternoon I saw Mr. Mundy back in Baltimore and told him 
of my talk with Mr. Jonkel and his counsel and advised him that. in 
my judgment it would be proper for him to file a supplementary 
report, so that the facts with respect to the receipt and expenditure 
of money should be a matter of public record in Maryland. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that the first occasion on F riday, February 
23, when you had been involved in a discussion with reference to 
the advisability of filing a report 

Mr. Srockerince. That is correct. 
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Mr. McDermorr, That had never been discussed in your presence 
at any prior time? 

Mr. Srockpsripge. It has not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Prior to Friday, February 93, had vou had any 
discussion with Mr. Mundy about the advisability of his filing a 
supplemental report / 

Mr. Srocksrince. I did not beeause T did not know what the facts 
were until after LT had met with Mr. Jonkel and his attorney, and 
promptly thereafter | went to see Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. McDt RMOTT. Did Mr. Jonkel ever discuss with you the itemiza 
tion of contributions that appeared in the letter as he finally wrote it? 

Mr. Srockprince. He did not. 

Mr. Me D1 RMOTT, And are vou aware as to the source of the 
mation that provided him with the names of those contributors / 

Mr. Srockeripcar. IT am not. He told me he thought he could make 
a list of substantially the amount that passed through his hands. He 
said he thought he might have some memorandums or something ot 
that sort, but I didn’t diseuss it with him further than that. 

Mr. McDermorr. In that discussion vou had with Mr. Jonkel and 
his attorney on Friday, February 23, was there any discussion of the 
approximate amount or total amount that might have been so short 
cut ¢ 

Mr. Srockprincre. Not that T can recall, because at that time T had 
no idea what the amount was. IT knew it must be substantial because 
of the National Advertising account. 

Mr. McDermorr, And, as I understand it, then, that was your sole 
participation in the preparation of this letter or the filing of this 
supplementary report. 

Mr. SrockpripGe, That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Stockbridge, did you attend a meeting 
in the office of Senator Butler on or about March 21, 1950, here in 
the Senate Office Building ? 

Mr. Srockepripcr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Excuse me—1951. 

Mr. Srockpsripce. That was last week: ves. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who was present at that meeting, Mr. Stock- 
bridge ¢ 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Can you refresh mv recollection a little bit ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Mr. Frank Smith present ! 

Mr. SrockpripGe. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was Mr. Trowbridge vom Baur present / 

Mr. SrockpripGr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Senator Butler present ? 

Mr. Srockxeriper. I think Senator Butler was in the 
about 5 minutes, 

Mr. McDermorr, Do you recall whether anyone else was 
addition to the two men and the temporary president ? 

Mir. SvrockpripGk, No: no one else there. 

Mr. McDermorr. By whom were you called with reference to that 
meeting ? 

Mr. Srocxeringe. I think T suggested the meeting because T wanted 
to find out, looking ahead a little bit, as to what witnesses, 1f vou could 

all them that. we might want to suggest that the committee call 
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before it. I felt that there might be some point that perhaps should 
be covered. 

On the other hand, I didn’t want to unduly protract these pro- 
ceedings, and it was my own view that anybody we asked the com- 
mittee to call would be rather cumulative in effect rather than 
bringing new matter before the committee, and I didn’t see any 
point in dragging the thing out. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall approximately when you first be- 
came identified with this matter as counsel to Mr. Butler ? 

Mr. Stocksriper. On the evening of February 17, Saturday eve- 
ning, I attended a Hamilton Club dinner, and across from me was 
Mr. Mundy and a gentleman who I think—I am not. sure about this— 
but I think was campaign chairman of Senator Butler. They asked 
me during the dinner—they told me about the imminence of hearings 
before this committee, with which I had not at all been familiar up 
to that time, and told me further that they would like very much if I 
would act as a counselor and adviser to Senator Butler. 

I hesitated a little bit because I realize they take a lot of time, and 
finally let myself be persuaded, and the next morning Senator Butler 
called me. 

Mr. McDermorr. In that interval between February 17 and the 
meeting in Senator Butler's office on March 21 had you had any prior 
contact with Mr. vom Baur in connection with this matter? 

Mr. Srocksripcr. Yes; but I can’t tell you when. 

Senator Hennines. Excuse me, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, has Mr. vom Baur been identified ? 

Mr. McDermorr. He was referred to once previously in the testi- 
mony as F. Trowbridge vom Baur. He was a practicing attorney in 
the city of Washington and a partner of Mr. Ralph Becker, the 
assistant counsel of the subcommittee. 

Do you recall whether you had any 

Mr. Srocxeriner. Yes: I did, but I can’t tell you just when. I had 
two or three telephone calls, certain leads, that vom Baur asked me to 
run down in Baltimore and see whether they were of any value. As 
a matter of fact, nothing came of any of them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether you ever met with him 
personally prior to the meeting on March 21? 

Mr. Srocksriér. I may have, but it made no particular impres- 
sion. You must remember that I was over here several times to see 
Senator Butler and Mr. Smith and the days have been kind of hectic, 
and I didn’t keep any record of these things because they didn’t seem 
particularly important to me. 

Mr. McDermorr. Your recollection seems very vivid, Mr. Stock- 
bridge. 

Now, what I am primarily interested in is your connection with 
the preparation of Mr. Jonkel’s letter to Mr. Mundy, and I under- 
stand that you merely suggested to him that such a letter be written, 
and such a letter was subsequently written, and it is the letter that is 
in that exhibit. 

Mr. Srocxsrivce. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Did you advise Mr. Mundy prior to receipt of 
that letter by him that sue ‘h letter was going to be written ? 
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Mr. Srocksripce. As I said before, when I left Washington that 
day on Friday, whatever it was, the 23d, I went right back to Balti- 
more and went to Mr. Mundy’s office. 

I told him of my talk with Mr. Jonkel and his counsel, that they 
had told me such a letter would be written; I told him when he re- 
ceived it I thought he ought to file it as a supplement to his report, 
with much the same statement Senator Butler attached to his— 
namely, that while he had no personal knowledge of matters set forth 
therein, he was filing it as a supplement to his prior report. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do I understand correctly, Mr. Stockbridge, that 
when you met with Mr. Jonkel and his attorney on the morning of 
February 23 and discussed this matter, he was able to tell you that he 
could write such a letter; is that right? 

Mr. Srockpriper. He told me he would write such a letter because 
he felt sure that from some memorandums he had or memory or 
something he could reconstruct a large part of the moneys that passed 
through his hands. 

Mr. McDermorr. He felt that information was sufficiently readily 
available to him that you were satisfied that such a letter would be 
written and therefore advised Mr. Mundy? 

Mr. Srocksriner. I think, if my imagination doesn’t run away 
with me, he said it might take him a little time; and I told him time 
was of the essence, and he had to do it even if he had to study over it 
Saturday, Sunday, and Monday. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether he ever discussed this 
matter with Mr. Perry Patterson, an attorney here in Washington ? 

Mr. Srockeripce. The matter of this letter? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Srockprivge. I don’t think so, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermort. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Srocksrivge. I wouldn’t positively deny that, but I have no 
recollection of having done it. 

Mr. McDernmorr. All right. 

Senator Henprickson. I would like to ask Mr. Stockbridge a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Stockbridge, on February 18 or thereabouts there was a meet- 
ing held at the Mayflower. I understand that attending that meet- 
ing—that is, here in Washington, of course—were representatives of 
the Republican National Committee, a representative of the United 
States Republican Senatorial Committee, Senator Butler, Mr. Ralph 
E. Becker, and I understand that you were present. 

Mr. SrocksripGe. That is correct. 

Senator HEenpricKson. May I ask, Mr. Stockbridge: Was anything 
discussed at that meeting that had anything at all to do with this 
financial statement ¢ 

Mr. Srocxsringe. Senator, my very distinct recollection is that 
there was not. The purpose of that meeting was, as I recall—and I 
am pretty sure lam right about it—these hearings were to start on 
the following Tuesday or Wednesday. IT had discussed this matter 
Sunday morning with one of Senator Butler’s partners, and we were 
not clear at all as to the nature of this proceeding, what the type of 
proceeding was to be, how it was to be conducted, and the discussion 
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at that meeting was almost solely, I think solely, devoted to the ques- 
tion of how we could properly bring that to ‘the attention of the 
committee in an effort to clarify just what type of proceeding we were 
going to go into; because, of course, the way one prepares oneself 
depends on what you are going to do. 

Senator Henprickson, Was Mr. Jonkel at that meeting ¢ 

Mr. SrockeripGe. No; he was not. I have never seen Mr. Jonkel 
but on the one occasion. 

Senator Henprickson. You recall distinctly the names of the per- 
sons who attended that meeting? 

Mr. Srocksrinée. I remember some of them, but not all of them, 
Do you want me to tell you who I remember ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. I would be happy. 

Mr. Srocxsriper. | came over to Washington with Senator Butler. 
The meeting was held in Senator Brewster's apartment. Mr. Peter- 
son was there, Frank Smith was there, Mr. Becker was there, some- 
body they called Ab was there, and there were three or four others 
whose names I didn’t quite catch and don’t recall. 

Senator Henprickxson. Might the “Ab” be Mr. Herman? 

Mr. SrocksripGe. I am sure it was now that you remind me. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, Mr. Stockbridge. I have no 
further questions, 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator SmirH. Mr. Stockbridge, when you started to tell us what 
you knew about this statement, this supplementary statement, you 
— that the matter was called to mind by men and rumors. Do you 

‘call whether you might have found those rumors, who might have 
aia something to you? 

Mr. Srocksripce. ‘That is very hard to answer, Senator. The day 
that I talked with Jonkel and his counsel and went back to Baltimore 
Mr. Mundy showed me his whole file, and in that file, of course, was 
two reports under the Maryland law, one before and one soon after 
the election. 

He also showed me his receipted accounts, and T was struck by the 
Fedder account, the national advertising, because that was a very 
substantial amount, I think around $18,000 something or other, and 
payment made by Mr. Mundy on that account was relatively small— 
th: : is, small in proportion to the total bill. 

I asked him at that time how the rest was made, and he said he 
didn’t know. So that immediately put in my mind that if one bill 
was in that shape, there might be others. 

Senator Smirn. And you didn’t go to Mr. Mundy because of 
rumors: you went because you were counsel to Senator Butler? 

Mr. Srockprice. That is correct. 

Senator Smrra. And did Mr. Mundy intimate to you that there 
might be some discrepancies? Do you recall anything like that ? 

I think it is quite important how he happened to file this supple- 

nental aaa, and I appreciate your telling us what you have. But 
it would seem quite natural for you as counsel to talk to Mr. Mundy, 
and I wonder why it wouldn’t be as natural for Mr. Mundy to say 
there might be some discrepances here, rumors of such, and you would 
follow through the accounts because of that. 

Mr. Srockpriper. I don’t think Mr. Mundy made any such comment. 
[ think that discrepancy was at least obvious. 
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Senator Smirru. What did Mr. Mundy say to you when you made 
the proposal that he file the sup plen ent aly eport ¢ 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Now—— 

Senator Smiru. I don’t mean that to be unkind. 

Mr. Srockpripce. That is not privileged, and I don’t like to answer 

~ but I will. 

Mr. Mundy had practically agreed that that was the proper thing 

do. One of his partners, and I would rather not mention the name, 

will if the committee insists upon it. but I would rather not. 

Senator Henninos. No. 

Senator Smirn. No. 

Mr. Srocksripce. One of his partners came in and asked what we 
were ti alking about and he} promptly tol 1 him. an ic this partner pl it hi 
thumb down on the ground that Mr. Mundy would get some undue 
publicity, and he thought that he had better not do rt. 

Senator SmMirir. So Mr. Mundy decided not to file the r port: 

Mr. Srockpsringe. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. | believe Mr. Mundy later did say in a comm 
nication with Mr, Jonkel that his failure to file the report himself di d 
not mean that he disapproved of a full accounting. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. J don’t know, l never saw the letter he wrote to 
Mr. Jonkel. 

Senator Monronry. The importance of knowing what the nature of 
these hearings were to be was of rather prime portance to the 
counsel ? . 

Mr. SrockperipGe. Correct. 

Senator Monront Y. | mean, as Vou say, Vou have to prepare for it. 

Mr. Srockprince. Yes, 

Senator MONRONEY, And the committee, acting after we re ‘ived 

Senator Butler’s complaint, tried our best to straighten that out, so 
that there woul : be no misunderstanding that we perhaps were dere 
het in not having done it in advance of the hear nas, but I can see why 
if was ln portan aie lo know. 

Mr. Srocksripce. | think he did a great job, and I think the com 
mittee has done a good ] yb. 

Senator aaa y. Thank vou, sir. 

Mr. Srockxenipcr. IT don’t think the committee is subject to crit) 
cism for not Tae decided ahead of time because this was a litth 
bit unusual, | mean, an unusual situation. 

Senator MoNRoNEY. Yes. lL have no further questions. Senator 
Hlennings ¢ 

Senator Hy NNINGS., Nothing except to Say that I for one appreciate 
Mr. Stockbridge’s hay ing come over here today to enlighten us on this 
matter. 

Mr. Srockpripgr. I was elad to do so. 

Senator Hennines. And I feel that the committee is very elad to 
know that a gentleman of your standing in the city of Baltimore and 
of your party- 

Mr. Srocksripgr. Of which there are all too few, but go ahead. 

Senator HENNINGs (continuing). Anda member of the bar. there was 
some evidence of that in yesterday’s primary, I believe, that a member 
of the bar approves of the work this committee is trying to do. 

You have been following these matters rather closely, have you ? 


« 
1 
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Mr. Srocxsrince. In a general way. I have not read them in 
detail by any means. 

Senator Henninos. Well, I don’t mean to commit you, but you know 
that we have a pretty rough job to do in terms of trying to get at the 
truth of what has happened. 

Mr. Srooxsrince. | think the effort to find out, perhaps, will tend to 
stiffen the requirements and that would be a very good thing and I 
would like to see it done on a State as well as a Federal basis. 

Senator Hennings. Will you be good enough, at your leisure, and if 
vou have time, because we need the help of men like yourself in trying 
to discharge this responsibility that has been assigned to us—we did not 
seek it, as you know. 

Mr. Srocksrincge. I am getting scared. Go ahead. 

Senator Hennines. At your leisure will you give us all the memo- 
randa of any suggestions you have, or of what you think might be done 
in terms of recommendations relating to the law, not relating to 
this specific case in any respect. 

Mr. Srockeripér. Senator, I should be very glad to do that, but with 
a great deal of hesitation, because I doubt whether I would be able to 
contribute very much. 

Senator HenninGs. I make that just as a request. 

Mr. SrocxBripce. The committee is by this time more or less up to 
its ears in election problems, not only in Maryland, but probably 
elsewhere, and I am not ordinarily in matters political. My function 
has rather been on the side line. 

Senator HeENNINGs. I did not mean with reference to the Maryland 
law, but I thought perhaps some observations that you, from your 
broad experience and understanding and wisdom generally, might 
care to give us, and it might be of great help to us. 

Mr. Srocxesripce. I shall be very glad to, sir. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. I just want to join with the distinguished 
Senator from Maryland in his observations 

Senator Smrrn. The distinguished Senator is from Missouri. 

Mr. Srocksripce. They both start with the letter “M.” 

Senator Hennines. Yes; and that is a compliment just the same, 
Senator. 

Senator Henprickson. I did mean from Missouri, and I wish to 
join with him in his observations. 

Senator Monronry. I would just like to interject here that the com- 
mittee, as is its custom, is acting unanimously in expressing their 

appreciation to you. 

Mr. Srocksripee. That is very kind. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. There is one other question that occurs to me. 

In the testimony of the witness that appeared before the subeom- 
mittee Tuesday, a Mr. William Chr istopher, who was accompanied by 
his attorney, a Mr. Adkins, at that time Mr. Adkins told the subeom- 
mittee about the pre paration of an affidavit signed by Mr. Christopher 
which covered certain activities of Mr. Chr istopher with reference to 
the tabloid From the Record, and Mr. Adkins told us that that affidavit 
was prepared at vour request; is that correct ? 
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Mr. Srockpripge. Let me, instead of answering that yes or no, give 
you a little bit more about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Very well. 

Mr. Srocksripce. Among other statements in Senator Tydings’ 
statement before this committee, and it was repeated two or three times, 
I cannot use the exact language, but referring to the tabloid, that it 
had been circulated in 500,000 homes in Maryland. 

Well, as I said before, when it is known that one is interested in a 
situation like this, you get all sorts of reports and rumors and I heard 
that, and again I cannot identify the source now, but that there had 
been a large number of these tabloids destroyed and that one man who 
knew something about it was a man by the name of Christopher, who 
had a counsel by the name of Adkins. 

Now, I did not know Mr. Christopher at all, and I have never seen 
him to this day, but I did know Mr. Adkins slightly, so I called him 
and told him over the phone that I had heard a report that Christopher 
had been charged, or had been given the opportunity, or hired, or 
Whatever you choose to call it, to distribute a certain number of these 
tabloids and had sold them for old paper. 

Mr. Adkins wi that that was correct. T said, “Well, now, I would 
like a statement by Mr. Christopher on that as to just what he did, 
how many, and why.’ 

He said, and I don’t remember whether he said, “I have” or “I will 
have an affidavit for you,” or “I will get a statement.” 

In about 3 or 4 days Mr. Adkins brought in an affidavit to me and 
I still have it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he provide you with any copies of that 
affidavit, Mr. Stockbridge ? 

Mr. Srockpripcr. He did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you distribute copies of the aflidavit? 

Mr. Srocksriper. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr, Just one other question : 

You referred to a Mr. Peterson who was present at the meeting at 
the Mayflower Hotel. . 

Mr. Srockpringre. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Which Mr. Peterson was that‘ Could you 
tell us? 

Mr. Srocxeriper. Mr. Peterson, I understand now—I don’t know 
this, but I understand he is counsel for the Times-Herald here in 
Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see, and you understood that this Peterson was 
counsel for the Times-Herald rather than W. Fairfield Peterson ? 

Mr. Srocksrince. No; it is not W. Fairfield Peterson. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could that have been Mr. Paterson ? 

Mr. Srocksrince. Paterson? Yes; I guess that is the correct name. 
I am sorry. 

Mr. McDermorr. Thank you very kindly. 

Senator Monronry. We are deeply indebted to you for taking your 
time and letting us cancel your appearance yesterday. We appreciate 
very much your coming over. 

Mr. Srocksrmer. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Will you call your next witness ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The next witness will be Louis H. Fried. 

Senator Monroney. Would you stand and state your name, please. 
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Mr. Frrep. My name is Louis H. Fried. 

Senator Monronry. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Frrep. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Let the record show that a quorum of the com- 
mittee is present. 


TESTIMONY OF LOUIS H. FRIED 


Senator Monroney. Do you have a prepared statement ? 

Mr. Friep. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. As previously announced, since Mr, Fried was 
a member of the investigating st: aff of the committee, Senator Hen- 
drickson will conduct the examination. 

Senator Henprickson. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Senator Suirna. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith, 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Fried, will you state your full name and your 
address again, please. 

Mr. Friep. Louis H. Fried, 4411 Liberty Heights Avenue, Balti- 
more, Md. 

Senator Smuiru. Now, Mr. Fried, will you please give a brief bio- 
graphical sketch of yourself, where you were born, where you have 
lived most of your life. how lone you have lived 3 88 Maryland, and 
what your business oe? a ions have been. 

Mr. Frmep. Well, to take the first part first, ] was born in Provi- 
dence, R. 1. IT left Rhode Island at the age of about 13 or 14, and 
came to New York City. [resided in New York City ae 41, 

In New York City [ attended the St. John’s University. I did not 
eraduate, because of financial difficulties, | might say, and then I was 
emploved with the law othices of Samuel J. Jackman, ot New York, 
and also with the law office of Goldman, Evans & Goldman, as an 
investigagor. 

I was later employed, from about 1935 to 1941, with the Federal 
Works Progress Administration in several different classifications, 
hut as an investigator, however. [T mean, the jobs were with different 
agencies, One was the Mayor's Committee on City Planning and 
another was the Rikers Island Penitentiary Association, an investiga- 
tor with the social investigation unit. 

Our job aan was to classify inmates, prepare histories, and life 
studies for the psychiatrist, the prison psychiatrist, and the classifi- 
eation board. 

We made all types of field investigations and T think that that 
should adequately answer the investigation experience that [ have had. 

I left New York in 1941, came down to Baltimore, and IL worked in 
various jobs, learning to work with my hands. 

Senator Smiru. Among the jobs, will you just tell us a few of them ? 

Mr. Frrev. What is that ? 

Senator Suir. Will you tell us a few of the jobs? 

Mr. Frrep. Well, I worked on a lathe, I worked for the Aircraft & 
Marine Specialty Co. during the war. I learned to operate a lathe 
end helped with the defense effort. and subsequent thereto I opened 
a small repair shop and registered with the Office of Defense Trans- 
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portation. We did 85-percent truck work, which was essential. ‘That 
was during the war, and we were recognized as such, and I think we 
did a pretty good job. 

In 1947 I bought my present business and I have been located at my 
prese nt address up to the present time, up to the time that I al the 
position as Investigator for this subcommittee. 

Senator Monronry. Please speak into the microphone a little 

Mr. Friep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smirru. What is your present business / 

Mr. Friep. | am a garage owner: I own a commercial 
15-19 East Balderston Street, Baltimore, Md. 

Senator Smiru. How long have vou been there / 

Mr. Frrep. Vhree years ago on the Fourth. 

Senator Smrvu. Have vou told us all you want to about your investi 
gative experience? Have you any other that you have not told us 
about ¢ 

Mr. Friep. I don’t recall any. I Way have. That has been some 
time back and if you are asking for the record now, it is possible that 
J could overlook something. 

Senator SmirnH. But those are the major jobs / 

Mr. Friep. Those are the major jobs I have had. If I have misse« 
anything, there was no effort to conceal it, I am sure. 

Senator Smiru. Now, Mr. Fried, will you please relate the cireun 
stances through which you became employed by this committee ‘ 

Mr. Friep. I will try. 

Some time after the general election in Maryland, the senator 
general election in Mary land, ] Was appro hed one mieht in Hi nornial 
business, for in my business I usually come down about 12 or ; 
at nic! t. sometimes 2, 5, k. or 5; and the men never know whe 1 
coming. 

That is for purposes of inspe tion. My business is a 24-hour 
business and 1 have to do two men’s work sometimes. I am the sol 
owner. 

I came down on this —— evening and Police Officer Cordwel] 
who formerly appeared before this body, asked me what was then 
very innocuous question: “What is wrong with your friend Fed 
der ¢’°—and I could not understand anything that could be w rong with 
Bill Fedder, because | had seeh Mr. Kedder several times during the 
revious week or two. 


«l 


He had been very busy, I know, but he was running around, and 
there did not seem to be anything too wrong with him. 

I might say that people take their cars in and out of the cvarage dur 
ing eeu cl: av, some of my customers use mV garage as Many times as 
four or five times a day. We park and re park the automobiles. Wi 
try to assist and facilitate them in the nature of their downtown busi 
ness. It is very difficult to find a parking space, so we do go a long 
way toward providing a proper cathe for the people. 

Mr. Fedder came into the garage to get his car out—to bring it 1) 
first, then vet his car out, bringing it back, and he could be in there 
two or three times in any one day. lL have known Bill Kedder for 
about 3 vears and he has been parking at the garage for, roughly, | 
have not even attempted or tried to check the date, but T should sa: 
roughly now for 5 or 6 months. He said 4 or 5, but I think he has 
been with me just a little bit longer than he thought he was. 


iO 
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I have had occasion to observe Mr. Fedder, and I know that he 
has stomach trouble or a complaint something like that, with some 
ailment he had, but I never observed him to be particularly nervous or 
excitable. In fact, he was a lovely fellow, and any insinuation or state- 
ment that this situation might have occurred as the result of Mr. Fed 
der’s medical condition, or any other condition, I think that Mr. Fedder 
could possibly bring in 20 or 30 people here to this hearing to tell you 
what they know of Mr. Fedder, some of them for the past 15 or 20 
years. 

Bill oe has a reputation of just being a nice fellow and nothing 
more. I don’t think that he has gone 3 feet out of his way away from 
his business in the past, since he has opened up his business. Now, this 
is my personal opinion. 

[t has been my observation, and I am testifying before this com- 
mittee on the basis that I knew the man, and that was my interest. My 
interest was solely in the little fellow by the name of William H. 
Fedder. 

I did not draw a statement for that reason, because I don’t have to. 
I think the whole country should be interested in a fellow by the name 
of William H. Fedder for the simple reason that I think he has been 
offended in some way or other. I don’t know if it is chargeable in a 
court of law—I am not an attorney, that is up to attorneys—but I do 
know that my personal opinion is that, from my observation of Mr. 
Fedder, he was certainly W ronged in some respect or other. 

Senator SmirH. I was trying to get to the circumstances that led 
to your employment with the committee, with whom you talked. We 
will go to Mr. Fedder later, if we may. 

Mr. Friep. All right. 

Senator SmirH. With whom did you talk / 

Mr. Frrep. Well, Cordwell told me about this; Officer Cordwell 
told me about this situation. I have a little feeling in the matter. [Lam 
sure Officer Cordwell told me about this situation. 

I approached Mr. Fedder, or Mr. Fedder approached me, I don’t 
recall just which way it worked, but we met in the garage, let me put 
it that way, we met in the garage and I said, “Bill, what is wrong 
with you? What is Officer Cordwell talking about ¢” 

He said, “Lou, I can’t tell you.” He says, “I am so sick and nervous 
right now that I just can’t tell you.” He says, “As soon as I can, | 
will sit down and I will talk with you.’ 

I thought that was very strange because Bill Fedder had never 
reserved anything from me before. If there was a question of any 
liscussion we just talked. 

Finally about a week later, I should roughly say, Mr. Fedder told 
me the story. I became very interested in the situation, not from a 
political standpoint, but from the standpoint that the man was my 
neighbor. ‘That was my interest. 

I think I spoke to a half dozen people about it. At this point, Sen- 
ator, if I may, I would like to correct an impression that is in the 
record, and I think it is a wrong impression. It is not an actual 
statement wronging anybody, but “the impression is fixed right there 
in the record that W. R; ay Dempsey, Jr., who is now administrative 
assistant to Governor McKeldin in Maryland, heard Mr. Fedder’s 
story, which he did, and did nothing about it. 
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I would not want that statement to stand in the record against 
any young man as fine and as upstanding and upright as Mr. Demp- 
sey. I feel that he did what he could and if there is something that 
is not in the record at the present time, I would like to state that I 
think that Mr. Dempsey had no idea at all of telling anyone to keep 
the information or not to disclose the information, or any inference 
pertaining to not making a proper pursuit to the legal authorities 
about the matter 

I would like to correct that inference. I think Mr. Dempsey did 
more than anyone else did to come to Mr. Fedder and listen to the 
story. 

After talking with Mr. Dempsey I mentioned the matter to Mr. 
Charles Friedenberg, who just testified a short while ago. Mr. 
Friedenberg — 

Senator Smrru. How long have you known Mr. Friedenberg / 

Mr. Frmep. I have known Mr. Friedenberg for a few years, Sen- 
ator. He has parked at the garage, we have his cars, and formerly 
their trucks parked at our garage, but they don’t have any trucks 
at the present time. 

Senator SmirH. Do you live in the same neighborhood ? 

Mr. Frrep. We live fairly close by. But I did not know Mr. Frieden- 
berg, as shall we say— 

Senator SmitH. Not as a neighbor ? 

Mr. Frrep. Not as a neighbor, but rather as a business acquaintance. 
I know the family as business acquaintances. 

I mentioned the matter to Mr. Friedenberg. [I mentioned the mat- 
ter to Mr. Fedder. I think it was more of a conference type of evo- 
lution than any express desire to see or go. I told Mr. Frieden- 
berg that Mr. Fedder had something of importance that he wanted to 
disclose. I said that he could not get a hearing. I did not know how 
to obtain a hearing for him, but I thought that if we consulted with 
his friend Senator Tydings that we might get some advice on the 
matter. 

Senator Smiru. Before we go into that, Mr. Fried, may I ask you 
this question : 

Mr. Fedder testified here, and I want to get this cleared up, that 
when he told you of the midnight ride, you advised him not to say any- 
thing about it, and you said you had some good friends in the Re- 
publican Party, and advised him to talk to someone he knew before 
making a stink about it. What prompted you to say that 4 

Mr. Friep. That is very easily understood. A story like this be- 
comes neighborhood gossip. You have seen what happens when a man 
makes a statement here, and has made the same statement on the out- 
side. The question of the construction of that statement becomes a 
matter for other people to try to interpret, and to try to analyze and 
weigh. 

You have enough problems sitting here at this hearing trying to 
weigh who is telling the truth and who is not, and the only way you 
can tell that is by the various discussions and the conduct of the various 
people involved. You are asking that same type of question now. 
That is exactly what you are trying to determine, how something came 
about. 

Senator SmirH. Well, I wondered if you wanted to give the Re- 
publicans a chance first, that is what I was coming to. 
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Mr. Friep. It was not that kind of a thing. You see, the people 
that [ have mentioned, and that I would go to, would norm: lly be the 
people in whose party it would happen. I had no ax to grind, Sen- 
ator. You cannot buy me, you cannot bribe me, you cannot intimi- 
date me. 

Senator Smirn. Iam sure that is true. 

Mr. Frirep. T am that kind of individual. Under some circum- 
stances, if you had my leg in a vise, you might, but you would have 
to get the leo there first. 

I didn’t want to do anything that was unfair to Senator Butler. 
Senator Butler is known in Maryland, and since T have paid quite a 
good deal of attention to Senator Butler since January 4, I have come 
to know the people that know him really well. Senator Butler is 
known in M: ryiend as one of the finest men in the community. ‘There 
IS no que stion about that. His pe rrsonal re putation is absolute ‘ly above 
reproach from a personal standpoint. 

I specifically make that statement because I did not pay too much 
attention to the political campaign in Maryland. I am not a cam- 
paigner; [ama garageman. 

| was formerly an investigator, and I think I have done a fairly 
good job for the committee, and I am not giving myself lp service. 

Senator Samirn. Mr. Fried, you were telling about going to Senator 
Tydings, and I wondered after this statement how you happened to 
eo to him, rather t than to one of the Re pubhe: ans. 

Mr. ru D. W he *T) noth i hy aig ned, Mr. De li ipsey Wiis qu \ite b UsyV, 
I am sure, and I niikalals want to leave that affirmati ve impression 
om he must have been busy. ee he is not the kind of fellow that 

uld overlook anything, but this discussion between Mr. Frieden 


vs re and mvse lf Loo k place, and I said, purely on the basis of advice. 
and I think that is absolutely the way we ap proached it, purely on 
the basis of advice, “Sol, don’t you think Senator Tydings would listen 


to this man?” 

I had no idea at the time that the question of expenditures Or any 
of the other questions that have arisen before this committee, were 
eoing to arise. There Was ho revie wor long re thash or ins truections 
to Fedder on what to say or what not to sav and how to present it. 
Mr. Friedenberg has told an absolutely can lid stor v in his examina 
tion as to how we came to meet Senator Tydings. 

[ was a very busy man—— 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, on that point. 

senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickxson. I wonder if the Senator from Maine would 
vield for a moment. 

Senator Smiry. Yes, indeed. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Friedenberg testified this afternoon that 
the first time he met Mr. Fedder was in Senator Tydings’ office. 

Mr. Friep. I would say that was true, s 

Senator HenpricKxson. Well, then, Mr. odie previously testified, 
and I read from his testimony this afternoon, that he met Mr. Frieden- 
berg in your garage. 

Mr. Frrep. “Tecan understand that, too. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, those things may or may not be im- 


portant. 
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Mr. Friep. Those things are not inconsistent, Senator. Those state- 
ments can be true, and they might exist. 

Senator Henprickson. You were there on both occasions. 

Mr. Friep. Wait a minute. You asked me a question, Senator. 

Senator Henprickson. Go ahead. 

Mr. Friep. When you talk of meeting some one, you mean that vou 
are taken by the hand and introduced to the man, and that is called 
meeting someone. ‘That is a formal introduction. 

Now, I have from 125 to 250 people a day who come to my place of 
business, and they stand on the platform waiting—— 

Senator Henprickson. | realize all that. 

Mr. Friep. Senator, | am trying to explain. 

Senator Henprickson. But certainly vou cannot forget 
meetings. 

Mr. Frrep. Sir, T am just trying to explain what oceurs when 
ple meet, Lam not trying to explain that testimony. 

Senator Henprickson. Look, Mr. Fried. all IT asked is, ea 
recolleet where their original meeting took place, at your garag 
in Senator Tydings’ ottice / 

Mr. Friep. The meeting, if vou want to classify it—— 

Senator Henprickson. W he ‘re they met each other. 

ge Kriep. They met each offic ially in Senator Tydings’ office ; 

. TL would say that. 

" Besditese Henprickxson. Then Mr. lsh apr must have been 
wrong when he said they met in your garage ? 

Mr. Friep. Well, I would still have s to qualify that statement, S 
ator, and Task you the pr iN ~~ to pe rmit me to make a stateme ht. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, Twill pass it. It is not too important. 

Senator Smiryu. You think 2 v met casually in the garage, but were 
introducéd to each other in Senator Tydings’ office ? 

Mr. Frrep. That is true. 

Senator Smiru. Let us get back, if we may, to my first question, just 
how you h: ippene “| to become associated w ith the committee. 

Mr. Frrep. All right. In Senator Tydings’ office. Mr. McDermott 
Was present, and I think Mr. Aultman was present. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Aultman was an investigator also 4 

Mr. Frrep. He was an investigator: that is correct. We did not 
participate in any statement or conduct of Mr. Pedder in the office. 
Mr. Fedder told the story. Mr. MeDermott made a record of the 
story , 28 hest he ecoul i Mr. Fedder Was tr VInNg to tel] his SCOrY In as 
short tl period of time as possible, and he did so. Weall left the office. 

I subsequently met Senator Tydings at a point when T brought some 
copies of Ie rom the Record over, whieh he had requested Mr. Fedder 
to furnish him. 

Senator SmMiru. When was that in relation to the first meeting that 
you speak of ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. In relation te—— 

Senator Suiri. To the meeting that all of vou were at 
Tydings’ ollice. 

Mr. Frrep. That was after. 

Senator Smiru. How long afterward / 

Mr. Friep. T would say a few days, Senator. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 
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Mr. Frrep. It might have been 1 day, it might have been 2 days, 
but it was shortly after that I brought these ‘records over, about a 
hundred copies of From the Record over from Baltimore to Senator 
Tydings’ office. 

I hed another occasion to go to Senator Tydings’ office with some 
other printing matter that he had requested from Mr. Fedder. 

Senator Smirx. Did you see Senator Tydings on both occasions? 

Mr. Friep. Well, think I was accompanied on both occasions by 
Mr. Friedenberg. I did not go alone. Mr. Friedenberg came with 
me on both occasions. 

It was on one of those visits, I don’t recall whether I made a fourth 
Visit or not, but it was on those visits, at the last, that we were talking, 
and IL had been very candid, I had not had any interest in Senator 
Tydings, as such, as a Senator, or as an elected official, or as a van- 
quished official. My only interest was to see what would happen with 
Mr. William H. Fedder’s story. 

We were talking in the office, and I had mentioned to Senator 
Tydings that I was an investigator. I had not asked him for a job, 
I spec ific ‘ally state that at no time have I requested a job or a position 
or any type of remuneration, and I want that on the record. 

Senator Tydings said to me, “Would you take a job as an investi- 
gator with this committee?” I said I would, and Senator Tydings 
reached for the telephone, made a telephone call, and I was told to 
proceed from his oflice, which was in this building, in room 106, and 
I was sworn in in room 106, and that is how I came to get this job. 

Senator Smirn. Whom did Senator Tydings talk with on the 
telephone ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. Senator ' Pydings spoke to, I think it was Senator Gil- 
lette, because he said, “Guy? 

Senator Samir. Was that the first time you ever mete Senator 
Tydings ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. The first time was in the company of Mr. Friedenberg. 
Mr. Fedder, at the time that we met Mr. McDermott in the oflice in 
the Senate Office Building, at the time that Mr. McDermott took the 
first statement. 

Senator SmirxH. And each time you visited Senator Tydings, some- 
one was with you? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator SmrrH. Was someone with you the day Senator Tydings 
called ¢ 

Mr. Friep. Mr. Friedenberg was with me every time I saw Senator 
Tydings. I did not know the man, and I would not have the effrontery 
to knock at a man’s door, even though I was a messenger. 

Senator Smiru. Did you furnish any other references, other than 
Senator Tydings’ recommendations ? 

Mr. Frizp. Did I what / 

Senator Smitu. Did you furnish any reference other than Senator 
Tydings’ recommendation to this committee / 

Mr. Frrep. At the time; no. 

Senator SmirH. Have you at any time? 

Mr. Friep. No. I have submitted qualifications to Senator Mon- 
roney’s office. I don’t know if he ever got them. 

Senator Monroney. I received them; yes. 
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Senator Smiru. Is that the only discussion that you had with Sena- 
tor Tydings about the position as investigator 

Mr. Friep. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator SmirH. You said you had known Mr. Fedder for 3 years, 
and you have known Mr. Friedenberg for a similar amount of time / 

Mr. Friep. For a few years, yes; I think two or three. 

Senator Smiru. And you have known Senator Tydings only since 
the middle of December, did you say 

Mr. Friep. I had never known Senator Tydings prior to that time. 
I had never seen him, talked with him, or met him in any way, directly 
or indirectly, prior to the time that I met him in the office when Mr. 
McDermott and the other investigator was present. 

Senator Smiray. When did you become an investigator for the 
committee / 

Mr. Freep, On January 4. 

Senator Smirn. And all of these discussions with Senator Tydings 
was before that time / 

Mr. Friep. That is correct. 

Senator SmirH. Do you have any commercial or business transac- 
tions with Mr. Fedder or Mr. Friedenberg, or former Senator Tydings, 
other than the garage ¢ 

Mr. Friep. I think Mr. Fedder printed some envelopes for me, 
totaling some $10 or $12 at one time. That is the total commercial 
activity that has ensued between Mr. Friedenberg, Mr. Fedder, and 
myself. 

Senator Smiru. Now, as I understand it, Mr. Friedenberg arranged 
for the meeting, and you and Mr. Fedder and Mr. Friedenberg and 
Mr. McDermott were at that meeting. 

Mr. Frtep. Yes. 

Senator Smirn. Did you take any notes at that time / 

Mr. Frtep. No, ma‘am. 

Senator SmirH. You did not write any memorandum / 

Mr. Frrep. No, ma’am. Mr. McDermott can testify to that. I did 
not participate in the interview. 

Senator SmirH. You have not seen Mr. Tydings to talk with since 
you became an investigator / 

Mr. Friepv. No; I would not say that is exactly correct. I saw Sen- 
ator Tydings once after I became an investigator. 

Senator SmirH. Did you talk with him ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smirx. Did you go to him? 

Mr. Frrep. I went to him; yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smrru. To his office ¢ 

Mr. Friep. No, ma’am. He was at a conference at a hotel, that he 
had with someone at a hotel, and I went there to inquire about a man 
whose name came up in the investigation, whom I have since men- 
tioned to Mr. McDermott, and I wanted to know if he knew anything 
about that man. 

Senator Smirn. That is the only contact you had with him since 
you became an investigator, either in person, by telephone, or any 
other means? 

Mr. Friep. That is the only contact I have had with Senator Tyd- 
ings at that time. 
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Senator Sarr. And would you include in that “or his representa- 
tives” / 

Mr. Friep. No, ma’am. We discussed, Mr. McDermott and myself 
discussed a certain party whose name I don’t want to mention. I can 
tell you Senators private ‘ly the name of the man, but I don’t want to 
divulge it at this time, because he has not ap peared here as a witness, 
and he may become a witness before your committee. 

I discussed that man with Mr. MeDermott. The man called me 
at home and made an appointment with me. I mentioned this man-in- 
Washington’s name, a man by the name of Held, and I went to Mr. 
Helcd’s office to discuss the man with him, and regretfully I found out 
that Mr. Held happens to represent Senator Tydings. 

Senator Smirnu. Was the man in quest ion a representative of Sena- 
tor Tydings? Not Mr. Held, but the other man. 

Mr. Frrep. No; the man in question was an individual who partici- 
pated in the Maryland campaign at the Butler headquarters. 

Senator Smiru. Now, Mr. Fried, will vou please relate the facts 
with respect to the statement that you took from Mr. Fedder in Feb- 
ruary, shortly before Mr. Fedder’s appearance before this committee 2? 
Will you tell us about that statement ? 

Mr. Friep. You mean the statement taken from 10 to 6? 

Senator Sauiru. Yes. 

Mr. Frrep. I certainly will. 

On a Thursday evening, Mr. McDermott told me the Thursday 
evening preceding the hearings, Mr. McDermott told me it would be 
advisable to procure a comp lete factual statement, round by round, 
as we would say, of exactly what Mr. Fedder states took place on the 


elect ion nioht pertaining to the ride, and the post cards, and SO Oh. as 


has been related. 

That Thursday night IT went to Mr. Fedder’s home, and T can prove 
that I became violently ill at about 9 o’clock in the evening. We had 
worked all day at the office. | tried to conduet an interview, but I 
became ill, terminated the interview, and I went home. 

The time was passing by, and I did not vet another op port nity 

together with Mr. Fedder until that particular evening, and 

evening T had worked all day in Washington. If I recall, 

it was a Saturday night. Do vou reeall the date. the exact 

. or the exact day of the week? I think it was a Saturday night. 
Will vou check and see, 

Senator Smirn. What was the day 4 

Mr. Frrep. I don’t reeall that date offhand. 

Senator Smiri. When was it. a) vou say ¢ 

Mr. irrep. It is on the record, it is : i part of the record. 

Senator Monront xs The first naam when was that 9 Mr. Me- 
Dermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. That was February 17. 

Senator Suirn. February 17 

Mr. Friep. Yes: I think it was a week end, was it not ? 

Senator Hen NINGS. F ‘ebruary 17 was the date. 

Mr. Frrep. Would vou check that? Was that on a week end? 

Senator Smiri. February 17, 1951, was a Thursday. 

Mr. Friep, Well, then, T must have my dates wrong, because T was 
unde r the Impression that it was Tow: ard the week end when I Saw 


Mr. Fedder. 
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However, I went to his home at night. That is the only time when 
you can sit down 

Senator Smiru. Iam sorry. February 17 was a Saturday. I beg 
your pardon. 

Mr. Friep. Then I am right, it was a week end. Saturday night is 
the only time you can take Mr. Fedder’s time up.. He is a busy man, 
and he has been trying to run his business, as I presume, and out of con 
sideration, and for no other reason, I mean, I could have had Mr. 
Fedder come to this office and sit right here in the subcommittee and 
had it taken down stenographically, but the job would have been quite 
a considerable job, from this standpoint, that when I interview 1 
question and answer. I give a man a question, and I take his answer 
from him, and I record that answer. Not exactly in so many words 
or an exact quote of his statement, but I do have the basic words 
thet heu es, and they are lis own words. 

senator SMITH. Rieht there, when you went there to vet the state 
ment, what material and papers did you take with you to help you 
interview or interrogate Mr. Fedder and vet the statement ? Did you 
have any committee file or record, such as photostatic copies of checks 
yr statements of other witnesses ? 

Mr. Frrev. Mr. Fedder had furnished me with those. He himself 
had furnished me with photostatie copies from his bank. 

Senator Smrrizt. Did you Y ake anything from the committee file ? 

Mr. Friep. I carried this brief case, and from it I removed a pad, a 
yellow pad. 

Senator Smiru. At no time did you have any of the committee's 

_F RIED, No, not the committee’s files, no, but I had mv own file 

Senator Samira. And would that contain duplicates of the commit 
tee’s files? 

Mr. Frrep. It would contain duplicates of my reports. 

Senator SmMrri. You had those with you when you went to Mr. 
Fedder? 

Mr. Frirep. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smira. Did you use them ? 

Mr. Friep. No, ma’am; there is nothing in my report that would 
pertain to Mr. Fedder’s ride. 

Senator Smirn. I am trying to get it clear in my mind. I think 
vou said you left them in your bag, and IT wonder if anything came 
out except the pad of paper. 

Mr. Friep. Nothing except the blank pad to conduct the interview 
with. 

Senator SmitH. Go on, please. 

Mr. Friep. I conducted an interview, Senator. 

Now, you have the record, my tvpew ritten COpy is the ex: ¢ re port 
T turned in to this office, and bec: ause of the time, because of the time 
involved, I specified the time in the report. 

Senator SmirH. How lone was that? I don’t remember. 

Mr. Frirev. How long? 

Senator Surriu. Yes: how long did you say it took you? 

Mr. Frrep. It took from 10 to 6, ma’am. We went out for supper, 
and we went out about 1 or 2 o’clock and had some dinner. 

Senator Smrru. Who was present at the time besides Mr. Fedder 
and yourself ? 
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Mr. Fxrep. No one. Mrs. Fedder went up to sleep, with the chil- 
dren, and we were in the kitchen of his home trying to make as little 
noise as possible, and get the story recorded as accurately as we 
could. 

Senator Smirn. That was in his home, and not in the office? 

Mr. Frrep. That was absolutely in his home and not in the office. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Friedenberg was not there, you said. 

Mr. Friep. No one was there. 

Senator Smrru. No one was there / 

Mr. Frrep. No. 

Senator Smrru. Were there any telephone calls made while you were 
there, while the statement was being made ? 

Mr. Frrep. No. 

Senator Smrru. Neither of you talked with Senator Tydings dur- 
ing that time ? 

Mr. Frrep. No, ma’am. 

Senator Smiru. And no suggestions were made by Senator Tydings 
when that statement was being prepared for Mr. Fedder ? 

Mr. Frrep. Senator Smith, let me make an unreserved statement : 
At no time in any interview that I have ever conducted, have I 
allowed anybody to sit and tell someone else what to say or do. When 
I tried to interview Mr. Peterson, as an example in point, and Mr. 
Peterson spent three-quarters of an hour telling me a few jokes and 
trying to get my mind from the investigation, at the ae of 
that interview, he was accompanied to his office by a Mr. Purnell of 
the Young Democrats for Butler. I waited until Mr. Purnell was 
out of that office. Mr. Purnell seemed to want to stay for the inter- 
view, and I did not want him there. 

Senator Smirn. Right there, Mr. Fried, when you interviewed Mr. 
Peterson, did you discuss politics and political views with him, and 
make a personal expression about Senator Tydings and the critics of 
Senator Tydings in the conduct of the campaign ? 

Mr. Friep. Senator Smith, it was pretty hard to follow Mr. Peter- 
son, believe me. Mr. Peterson was trying to do everything but answer 
any questions, and I think my report so shows. 

As to what the back-and-forth conversation was, there might have 
been considerable—well, I won’t say considerable, but there were 10 
minutes or 5 minutes of what I would call badgering, the telling of 
a joke. I certainly don’t consider that as part of an investigation, and 
I sat there and listened to it, because I was waiting to see if the man 
would voluntarily start telling me what he knew, or whether we were 
going to have to dr: ag it out of him, so to speak, in one form or another, 
and apparently it was only after the second interview, and we began 
to put some pressure on him, there was some discussion between him- 
self and I imagine minority counsel of this committee, that he had 
talked with, that we did get the information. 

Bice =r 3 Sairn. And you might have been talking about politics 

r political views of one person or another in those few minutes of 
‘as st chatting ? 

Mr. Friep. I will tell you exactly what we talked about. We talked 
about plumbing, the valves that he has perfected. We talked about 
whether or not, let’s see if I can recall—— 

Senator Smirn. Did you talk about the newspapers to read, the col- 
umnists, and their attitudes, and which were the best newspapers ? 
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Mr. Friep. I don’t recall exactly what, there was some political talk, 
he raised the point, and there was some political talk, but it would 
be nothing of a damaging nature to anybody, or even of importance 
to this investigation. I cannot see where the pattern would fit. 

Senator SmirH. You might have gotten into a discussion of your 
political views and whether you and Mr. Peterson agreed on some of 
the columnists in newspapers ? 

Mr. Frrep. No, ma’am; I don’t think we discussed columnists; no. 

Senator Smirx. In writing the statement, Mr. Fried, did you take 
it down in longhand, or did you type it ? 

Mr. Frrep. In longhand. In fact, I did not take much of a state- 
ment. There was not much to take, Senator. Mr. Peterson denied 
that he—— 

Senator Smiru. I am sorry, I meant Mr. Fedder; I was going back 
to the Fedder situation. 

Mr. Frrep. Oh, that was taken down in longhand. I have it right 
here. 

Senator Smiru. You wrote it yourself? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, ma’am. That is why I brought my bag, so if there 
was any question about it, I would be able to show you just exactly 
what took place, and [have it here. 

Senator Henprickson. In order to save time, that can be produced 
for the committee’s records. 

Senator Smrru. All right, Mr. Fried. 

Thank vou, Senator. 

Mr. Fried, did you ever make available to anyone outside of the 
committee and its staff—and I include Senator Tydings or any rep- 
resentative of his—the Fedder statement or any of its contents? 

Mr. Friev. Absolutely not. 

Senator Samiru. Did you ever make available to Senator Tydings 
or anyone outside of the committee, any of the committe files or their 
contents or copies of your memoranda, and interviews of witnesses or 
any of your investigative records, or information obtained in your 
duty as an investigator for this committee / 

Mr. Friep. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Suiru. No one ever had any of that material outside ? 

Mr. Frirep, No, ma’am. I might point out at this point, a great 
deal has been made of that point, and I don’t want to gloss over it, 
because I resented the implication, as much as the people who are 
interested want to get the answer. That was one incident where 
something disappeared from our file. 

We had another incident when Mr. Reid interviewed Mrs Berndt; 
that was another record that went out of our file. 

Now, apparently all through this particular investigation, through 
the peculiar or shall I say the legal techniques of the minority coun- 
sel, whenever a quest ion of some type came up W here some type of atone 
was wanted to be added to it, and I detinitely want the record to show 
that a tone was added to it, the question would then be raised, “Who 
was the investigator” ¢ 

Now, in the case of Mr. Peterson, I would like to refer to him 
because he was so uncooperative; that is, when I first visited him. I 
made a second visit to his office at which time he revealed all of the 
information that I had reported in my report. 





1038S MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Becker, the minority counsel, without having made it his busi 
ness to read my report or to inquire whether there was a report, asked 
Mr. Peterson a very pointed question, and that question was, “Who was 
at your office” ? 

Yes; 1 am trying to recall the record and I recall it this way: 

Were you visited by any investigators yesterday ¢ 

Yes. 

Who was that investigator? Did he show you a check for $10,000 ? 

Now, I don’t recall any need in any investigation for me to go to 
a man that I am asking questions of and reveal any evidence of this 
subcommittee to him, and then ask him, “Do you recognize it?” I 
am not counsel. 

Senator Smirn. I was just trying to clear up that point, Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Frrep. Yes. 1 am not the counsel and I resented it very much, 
and at this time I resent it, because I think it was a very unfair way 
to approach the topic. ; E 

Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. I would appreciate it very much, and I am 
sure the members of the committee would, if we could have more 
re sponsive answers to questions. I think this committee is quite able 
to judge as to techniques, techniques of investigators and techniques of 
its counsel. TI think the questions could we Il be limited, that is, the 
answers could be limited to the scope of the questions. 

Senator Smiryu. Mr. F ried is answering some other questions that 
I was going to ask and that is why I have not stopped him on a 

pecific answer now, 

Senator HENpRICKSON. All right, Senator, I am sorry. 

Senator Savrru. Did you help Mr. I ‘ed ler prepare the statement 
for his: appearance be fore this committee 

Mr. Friep. I did not. 

Senator Sarru. Did you suggest to Mr. Fedder that he should have 
a prepared statement for the hearing / 

Mr. Frrep. No, ma’am: I did not. That call came in from Mr. 
Braiterman, as Mr. Braiterman testified, he called the subcommittee 
office and asked for Mr. McDermott. Mr. McDermott can probably 

all that I questioned him as to whether Mr. Fedder would need a 
statement and whether he could submit one, and at that time I think 
the rules of the committee were being considered, and Mr. MeDe1 
mott and minority counsel had drawn up a set of rules, and the rules 
were that if a statement was going to be submitted that 12 copies should 
be submitted at least 24 hours in advance. Since Mr. Fedder was 
going to be called very shortly, I don’t remember whether it was the 

following day or not, I rished over to Baltimore, I called Mr. Braiter- 
man back at another number, and I told Mr. Fedder he could read a 
statement but that he would have to submit 12 copies in advance. 

T had the idea that when I left the office at around 6 or 7 o’clock 
that the statment was all prepared and all I would have to do would 
be to pick it up. 

When I got down there, when I arrived at Baltimore, I found that 
there were two girls working like beavers. Mr. Braiterman and Mr. 
Fedder were in their office working, and that they were drawing up 
this statement. and T said, “Look.” T said, “if vou are rong to write 
this statement now.” T said, “vou are going to be here all night long.” 
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And I turned around in total disgust and walked out, and I think 
both men can testify to that. 

I went down and had my dinner, I had not had any dinner, so I 
went down and had dinner. I was away for about a half or three- 
quarters of an hour. When IT came back upstairs somebody was tired 
and thirsty, so T went back downstairs and brought un six fee of 
Coca-Cola. Now, if that is helping make a statement, that is it, be- 
cause that is exactly the type of conduct I performed all night ; Bees 

I spent some time at my garage, I went back upstairs to help mime- 
ograph, I will admit that I helped turn the mimeograph machine, 
they were using a hand machine because there were only a hundred 
copies involved, and the sheets were coming through slowly. 

Senator Smrru. Well, so much of the prepared statement is identi- 

cally verbatim to the language used in cont report of the statement 
taken from Mr. Fedder that was prepared a few days earlier, that 
it appeared that Mr. Fedder, to a great extent, copied your report | 
his statement. This means that Mr. Fedder has used vour own lat 
guage. Will you give us an explanation of that or your explanation 
of it? 

Mr. Friep. I would not have any explanation for it, othe 
they were saving time. That isthe only way I see it. 

Senator Smrru. He had a copy of your report ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. He had a copy of my report, which Mr. McDermott had 
told me that I could give to him. He had requested it, I think, ol 
Mr. Me Dermott directly, or if he had hot, then his attormey had, I 
mean, | tried to broaden it out. because | ka ow the request It Wa 
not my idea, in other words, Senator, the idea did not emanate with me 

The man made inquiry as to whether he could have a copy of his 
statement and J checked with Mr. McDermott. and Mr. MeDermott 
said he could. I took a copy back to Baltimore with me and gave iim 
one of the origin: ils of the filed office ¢ opvy—not the original -but one 
of the copies of the filed office copy which Tether iginal 

[ presume that they did take paragraph after paragraph out of 3 
because it absolutely matches, and there is no question about. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Fried, yesterday, or one day this week, some- 
thing was said about your going to Orey’s restaurant with Mr. Fedder 
ut 3:18 in the morning, which seemed rather unusual on first thought, 
vet after thinking about it, perhaps it was not. 

Will you tell us the story, and please be as brief as vou can. 

Mr. Frrep. No, ma’am: it was not at all unusual. Mr. Towe works 
all night long and he probably sleeps all day long. I know that he 
has been a night man and I have been a night man and resented 
being very much awakened in the middle of the day. 

If it was a question of Mr. Fedder living in Florida, or something 
like that, LT would have made no attempt to have him try to identify 
the man, but since Mr. Fedder was local, I wanted to know if he could 
recognize the man as he was dressed the night of the ride,as Mr. Fedder 
wore the Same coat, and so On, and Mr. ‘Towe could not identify him. 

Senator Smiru. Did you go of your own accord or were you directed 
to got 

Mr. Friep. No, ma’am; all of my visits have been made on my own 
aceord. 

Senator Smiru. You were not directed to go there? 
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Mr. Friep. I received no instructons from anybody to go out and 
investigate anything, except at a point when I turned in a statement, 
when something else comes up, but my Maryland investigation has 
been conducted by me. 

Senator Smrru. With some direction from counsel, perhaps ? 

Mr. Frrep. Yes; Mr. McDermott and I talked and discussed the 
cases, and so on, but usually I would pick a name and I would say, 
“Well, Marsholl Hawks, I am going to see him.” I took it off the list. 
You see, we were going strictly by what appeared in the record itself. 
We were not going out looking for outside people. Now the reason 
that that turned up was merely disclosed through the process of in- 
vestigation of the filed campaign report. 

Senator Smiru. Didn't you talk that particular visit over with Mr. 
McDermott some time before you went in, as to the timing of it, and 
so forth? 

Mr. Friep. No, ma’am; not the timing of it. I might have men- 
tioned it, I don’t recall; it was not a serious point at the time, and I 
went into the post office at 11:30 and came out at 5, after interview- 
ing eight men. I did not discuss the time I was going to go there, 
Senator. 

Senator Smrrn. Mr. Fried, did you take a transcript of Mr. Fed- 
der’s ledger on the Butler campaign committee ¢ 

Mr. Friep. No, ma’am. His bookkeeper gave me a report, but I 
did not take a transcript. 

Senator Smrru. Did you write a written report on it for the com- 
mittee ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. Yes, ma’am. I showed that to the committee, I think, 
the other day. 

Senator Smiru. Is it a part of the record ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. It is a part of the office records; yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smiru. Do you remember if it contained any notations 
made outside of the bookkeeper’s figures? 

Mr. Frrep. At no time up to the present have I seen Mr. Fedder’s 
ledger sheet. I have heard of the reference to an entry therein, but I 
did not personally see it because I had no reason to doubt Mr. Fedder 
and there was nothing to check. His bookkeeper gave me a statement 
and I took it. 

I already had a photostatic copy of the expenditures that pertain to 
his record and I saw no reason why he would fail to disclose any 
record. 

Senator Smirn. You do recall that Mr. Fedder mentioned a nota- 
tion on the ledger sheet, don’t you ? 

Mr. Frrep. Mr. Fedder might have; ves, ma‘am. 

Senator Smiru. Have you discussed this matter with him / 

Mr. Friep. Until Mr. Becker made the point in this room, I don’t 
think I ever discussed that name or that entry with Mr. Fedder. I 
don’t recall doing so, to the best of my recollection. 

Senator Smiru. As 1 remember, Mr. Fedder said something about 
a notation on that ledger sheet written in pencil, the name of Me 
Carthy, and I don’t see it on this excerpt copy from your report. You 
never saw that notation / 

Mr. Frrep. No, ma’am. As I say, I did not look in the book. Had 
it been there, Senator, it would have been noted because my records 
are fairly thorough and they are very accurate. 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 1041 


Senator Smrru. Did IT understand, Mr. Fried, that you operate a 
garage next to Mr. Fedder’s printing shop, and that you have your 
reside ‘nce in the same neighborhood with Mr. IF ‘edder . is that correct / 

Mr. Frrep. Yes, ma’am: in the proximity; ves, ma’am. 

Senator Sarru. How often have you seen Mr. Fedder and discussed 
this case with him since the hearing has begun 4 

Mr. Friep. Since the hearing has begun ¢ 

Senator Smiriu. Yes. 

Mr. Friep. I have not discussed this case with Mr. Fedder since 
the hearing has begun. 

Senator Smirn. Have you communicated with Senator Tydings, or 
representatives of his, since his return from Europe, directly or in 
directly ? 

Mr. Friep. Absolutely not. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Fried, one of the witnesses appearing before 
this committee has challenged this committee to recommend to the 
Department of Justice that you be prosecuted for subornation of 
perjury and accuses you of inducing Mr. Fedder to give false testi- 
mony to this committee. 

Do you have any statement you would like to make on this? 

Mr. Friep. | certainly would. For a long time I have been inter- 
ested in finding out and determining exactly how, at one point a 
group of men are sti nding in a post office, somewhere in a post office, 
end it is fairly friendly ; I mean, the ‘v are arguing and discussing, and 
the talk is going back and forth, but up to that point there is ap 
parently nothing vicious and nothi ing violent, and I have been trying 
to determine exactly how it would come about that suddenly, with no 
advance notice, no warning, no threats, that a man would erab a 
other man by the shoulder, turn him around and say. “I want that 
letter. 

And this was to a man who obviously did not even know that the 
other fellow knew that there was a letter. 

Now, I had been after Mr. Fedder time and again, and Mr. Fedder 
can bear me out in this: I could see where most of this other stuff 
would happen, and IT could see where there might be a basic mis- 
understanding as to the motive of one man and the conduct of another, 
and IT can see a conflict of personalities: but that is something diffe 
ent there: that is something fixed. 

That letter was a valuable item to somebody. It was valuable to 
Mr. Fedder, and likewise it must have been considered verv valuable 
to somebody else. ; 

On the testimony of Mr. Surine, Mr. Surine came before this body 
and also said that certain things were lies, and certain things were 
assisted testimony, and so on, which I know to be totally false. I 
have not assisted Mr. Fedder in any way whatsoever; I have not put 
words into his mouth; and I don’t think that could very well be 
proved by anybody making the assertion, and that is why they make it. 

However, I went to the post office and I procured the statement of 
Mr. Connelly. I may have that statement—or rather, may I have 
that statement, Mr. McDermott, please / 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you also want the Isaacs’ statement ? 

Mr. Friep. Yes. both; if you will, please. 

Mr. McDermorr. Very well. | Handing documents to Mr. Fried. | 

Mr. Friep. I would like to point out, Senator, that IT have no in 
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terest in whether Mr. Surine is or is not prosecuted or anything else. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Fried, right there I asked you a question; 
I asked you for a statement, and that is what I want, but may I ask 
that you make it as brief as possible, 

Mr. Friep. I am trying to, Senator, but I certainly want the record 
to show the full conduct, my conduct, which has become a question 
mark. I have a reputation in Maryland to uphold. It is a very 
good reputation, or was, before I came to become associated with this 
committee, and I would not want anything to remain on that record 
to otfend it. 

Senator Smirxn. That is exactly why I asked you for the statement. 
We are glad to have it, but I thought we might keep it as brief as 

can. 

Mr. Frrep. Now, in this statement, Mr. John D. Connelly, who is 
senior assistant supel intendent of mails—and this is a subscribed and 


sworn statement, notarized, and it states 


The idea was to get cards in as late as possible for Monday delivery Some- 
where in this conversation he said, referring to Mr. Surine, who has identified 


himself as having met Mr. Connelly, he said that volunteer workers were address- 


, } . 

1 I skip something ¢ 

Let me start again. 

He asked me what was the latest time that he could brin n more of the same 
cards Sunday night or early Monday morning in order that he could have them 
delivered on Monday. The idea was to get the cards in as late as possible for 
Monday delivery. Somewhere in this conversation he said that volunteer workers 
were addressing them, and that is why I was so late getting them in. I don't 
think he mentioned where he was collecting them from After asking me about 
the time for mailing, I told him 

I emphasize, my own words, and I emphasize— 
m. Monday morning would be the dead line for that 


Now, that is a very Important statement right there because it 
shows that on Saturday, November 4, 1950, according to this sworn 
statement, that Donald A. Surine already knew and was aware-of the 
fact that he could not deposit and mail any post cards after two 
o'clock Monday morning in order for them to do any good for the 
campaign. 

| infer, and I think it is my personal opinion, that Mr. Surine, who 
was the leader of this group, knew about that letter and planned to 
vet it away from Mr. Fedder in some w ay, exactly how, he did not 
know, but by the mere token that he had be en running over to Balti- 
more all week, putting on 1,700 miles on his car, and by the mere token 
that he had already spoken to a postal official and was warned that he 
could not do any good after 2 a. m., that the reason why they con- 
tinued riding around all night was not the post cards, but I insist that 
it was not the post cards, but the reason was that they were trying to 
vet a letter away from Mr. Fedder and that is a point, Senator, that I 
have not been able to el: irify in my own mind until this statement was 
notarized a day or so be fore, probably May 5 was the first time that 
that cms, that the pieces of this puzzle began to fall into place, inso- 
far as that ride was concerned. 

? cannot account for it any other way and I assure you that at no 
time has there been any truth to the statement that I would assist or 
help anyone make a statement. I did not assist when Mr. Fedder was 
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before Senator Tydings. I did not assist when newspapermen inter- 
viewed Mr. Fedder, so I certainly would not assist Mr. Fedder to 
make his own statement before this committee. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to ask a question 
in further clarification, not to interrupt your examination, Senator 
Smith. 

Senator Smrru. Very well. 

Senator Hennines. | don’t quite understand, Mr. Fried, how you 
bring into relationship the question of it being of no avail to mail 
cards after 2 a.m. and the motive which you suggest. 

Mr. Frrep. Well, Senator— 

Senator Henninos. Would you just elaborate a little more on that? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Try to state it another way. 

Mr. Frrep. Well, I can state it this way, the obvious purport of Mr. 
Surine’s trips over to Baltimore were to deposit, as I understand and 
we have vertified this, the volunteer workers’ post cards that were 
finished here in Washington. He made several trips over to Balti- 
more during the week at uncertain hours and unknown hours at this 
point. That was all in line with campaign duty. 

Mr. Fedder comes in here and tells the stor y about being taken for : 
ride, which does not seem to be part of the campaign duties. 

Now as a committee and as an investigator, the duty is imposed upon 
us to either say it is not so or it is so, as best we can. 

Now obviously we might reach a point where we could not explain 
something. I could not explain that either until exactly probably 
May 5, when I had my first interview with Mr. Connelly. —Inei- 
dentally, I almost missed interviewing him because I did not think he 
was very important. I wanted to see the men behind the windows. 

It was at his own suggestion that I listened to a story he had to 
tell because he had been following this thing in the newspapers. 

At no time can there be any possible assertion of any relationship 
between me and Mr. Connelly. I never met the man. 

Senator Hennines. Now, now, sir; I did not want to interrupt the 
Senator from Maine’s examination to have you go into other matters. 
I just could not quite and still do not get the way you arrived at your 
conclusion that you found the motive to be the letter because as I 
understood you to say, as a predicate to it, they were unable to m: ul 
cards after 2 o’clock and have those cards reach any number of people 
whom they were addressed to for campaign purposes. 

Mr. Friep. If you will check the statement of Mr. Surine, you will 
see that Mr. Surine says that he was in the post office with Mr. Fedder 
and the other men; that there was some discussion as to whether Mr. 
Fedder had mailed 20,000 or 30,000 post cards; that he walked a short 
distance, rang the bell, and inquired whether this man, indicating that 
he must have had Fedder somewhere close enough to him for the 
postal clerk behind that window to see the man he wanted identified, 
whether this man had mailed 20,000 or 30,000 post cards. 

When I heard that story I knew, regardless of where they were 
standing talking, unless they were right in front of the window, they 
could not walk 2 or 3 feet and ring a bell. The length of that post 
office is some 200 or 300 feet from the night entrance. There is only 
one entrance on Fayette Street, and that is the night entrance. 


85670—51———67 
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Somewhere in that corridor they had to walk more than 2 or 3 feet 
and I got curious. I wanted to try to determine and fix the point 
from which Mr. Surine said he walked 2 or 3 feet. 

Now, everybody has testified that they counted the cards, they were 
at the box section, and the box section is some 60 or 75 feet away from 
that window where he rang the bell. Fedder says he did not accom- 
pany him and I was ge tting right curious. 

So I went to the post office and Mr. ¢ ‘onnelly told me this story that 
he had told Mr. Surine on Saturday morning that he could not mail 
any cards after 2 a. m. 

Now, to answer your question. If a man knew 2 days in advance, 
as Mr. Surine did, that he could no longer deposit any cards, then 
how does he come into this tribunal with clean hands and say that 
he continued to pick up the cards because he wanted to get them 
mailed¢ I think that answers the point, Senator. 

Senator He NNINGS. In other words, it is your suggestion and con- 
clusion that at 2 a.m. on the night of the ride, and any time thereafter, 
according to the information of this superintendent of mails—— 

Mr. Frrep. This is Mr. Connelly’s statement. I am not interested 
in the other, just Mr. Connelly’s statement. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Surine had been informed that the mailing 
of cards would have been to no avail because they would not have 
reached the people to whom they were sent before election day; 1s 
that it ? 

Mr. Friep. That is absolutely correct, sir, and furthermore, there 
was no discussion, so far as I can determine, as to any 20,000 or 
30.000 cards, or any large batch of cards, or any 15,000, 20,000, 25,000, 
30,000, or 35,000. “That is the way I asked the question, Senator, and 
| took the time with the men and I insisted that Mr. Connelly sit and 
be present at every interview. 

I did not write; I first sat and questioned. I questioned every man 
as to whether they knew of a man who could go to the window and 
answer thisman. ‘To the best of their recollection and knowledge and 
so on they did not. 

Now, Mr. Connelly has made a good effort here, but the important 
point is, and I don’t think he realized it, and I did not advise him 
of it, the important point here is that Mr. Donald A. Surine knew 
on Saturday morning that there would be no more cards to be posted 
after 2.a.m.on Sunday night. 

Senator Smirn. But, Mr. Fried, if you will pardon me, Mr. Fried, 
has it not been said that the purpose of the ride was to pick up the 
cards so as to have a counting of the cards and the stamps ? 

Mr. Frrep. Senator, that contention is nothing short of-—— 

Senator Smrru. You must excuse me for interrupting you, Senator 
Hennings. 

Senator Hennrnes. That is all right. 

Mr. Frimep. That contention is nothing short of ridiculous. The 
campaign headquarters trusted this man with overpayments, they 
trusted this man with their own stamps and their own cards to be 
stamped and mailed out. They have taken his word and nobody in 
the campaign headquarters has questioned the man so far. 

Do you mean to tell me that a delivery boy or messenger is going 
to come in to my business and start questioning me about a transaction 
that I had with the Standard Oil Co. ? 
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Senator Smiru. No; I am not making a statement, I am asking you, 
Mr. Fried. 

Mr. Frrep. Well, I am trying to answer it by that form of answer. 
I am not trying to be offensive. Iamsorry. I will have to slow down. 

What I mean to say is this: These men suddenly set themselves up 
as accountants for the Butler campaign committee, et cetera. 

Now, I cannot take offense at that, if that is all they did. But 
cbviously something more had to happen. It is obvious. Mr. Fed- 
der did not suddenly pick himself up at Orey’s and come back and 
then lay down in his bed in a highly nervous state, subsequently go 
around to his friends and talk about a situation which, frankly speak- 
ing. I was not impressed with the first time I heard, but the second 
time I began to pay some attention to it. 

Senator Smiriu. I just want to clear up one point that we talked 
about awhile ago, Mr. Fried. As I understood it, when I was talk 
ing about the page from the ledger of Mr. Fedder’s books, you said 
that you did not see the sheet carrying the accounts and the nota- 
tions, yet in this report, that excerpt copy from Fried’s report, on 
the matter of investigation, you introduced Mrs. Pauline Gordon and 
later say, “Investigator checked each entry listed as follows.” 

Mr. Freep. Checked with Mrs. Gordon. I did not look at the 
entries. I called my entries off, and she said, “That is right,” and we 
checked the figures. It was purely for the basis of checking, as one 
would check a legal document that has to be absolutely correct. 

Senator Smiru. Well, here, on October 27, 1950, after $200, vou 
have a notation, “Cash payment received from Mrs. Van Dyke.” 

Would Mrs. Gordon read that to you? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smurru. On November 2, “Cash received from Jean Kerr.” 
She would read that ¢ 

Mr. Friep. That is right. 

Senator Smirn. Then on November 9, 1950, $50 cash. 

Mr. Frmep. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Could there have been any other notation on that 
page? 

Mr. Friev. In fact, I don’t think—I think that Mr. Fedder was 
present, and he was giving me an analysis of that. I don’t think 
those words appear on the records. 

Senator SmirH. That is just his analysis? 

Mr. Friep. Have you got a copy of the ledger sheet here? I don’t 
think those words appear. I think Mr. Fedder was giving me the 
explanation; he was saying, “This $115, that came from so and so.” 

Senator Smrru. I don’t see any notation opposite the $115, and as 
I remember, the page actually carried a penciled notation after that. 

Mr. Friep. That is not a copy of the page; it is a copy of the 
figures. 

Senator Smiru. But it would be natural for you to put the nota- 
tion on it. 

Mr. Friep. If I saw it. You check that with the statement. 

Senator Smirn. Yes, the statement here, there are no notations such 
as I have just read to you on this sheet, except on November 9 it says, 
“Senator McCarthy, $ $115.” 

Mr. Friep. On that sheet, but I did not see that sheet. I am taking 
this information that you have in my report, or which is a summary 
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from my report, from two people. Mr. Fedder, he is standing there 
and Mrs. Gordon, she is standing there. Mrs. Gordon is calling of 
the figures, and Mr. Fedder is identifying them, as best he can. 

You see, at that time we were interested in checking the various 
checks and I wanted to know what amounts they were for. 

Senator Smirga. You have no way of knowing whether that nota 
tion was on there at that time or not? You did not see it ? 

Mr. Friep. I have no way of knowing, I cannot testify. 

Senator Smirn. I have just another point or two. 

Have you had any discussion of your scheduled appearance here 
since being informed of being a witness, any discussions with anyone 
outside of the committee and the staff? 

Mr. Friep. Absolutely not. 

Senator Smiru. Not anyone? 

Mr. Frriepv. Well, the newspapers reported I was going to be called, 
but I did not talk about committee matters, I just said I was going to 
be called, or I thought I was. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Fried, I would like a ves-or-no answer, if I 
may have it, to this question : 

Have you induced Mr. Fedder to give false testimony ? 

Mr. Friep. No—and then “absolutely no.” 

Senator Smiru. You testified a while ago that your interest was in 
what happened to Willie Fedder’s story, am I correet in that? Tam 
correct in that, am I not? 

Mr. Friep. You are absolutely right, Senator. 

Senator Smirnu. Now, are you interested in Mr. Fedder, and have 
you been interested in Mr. Fedder, or have you been interested in get- 
ting the facts? 

Mr. Frrep. Senator, I have been as much interested in Mr. Fedder 
as I am in getting the facts. I think they are equal. TI cannot say 
that IT would slant any of my statements for him or against him, but 
I certainly was interested in getting the facts about this matter. 

Senator Smirn. And that is what you have been doing? 

Mr. Frrep. You would have to divide my interest in this matter 
into two parts. ‘There was a time when I was not an investigator. 

Now, I certainly wanted Mr. Fedder’s story clear, and I was instru- 
mental in getting that story, and even though I had never met a man 
that I did not know, I would have done the same thing. I thought the 
man had been aggrieved. Since I have entered in my duties with the 
committee every statement that I have procured has gone immediately 
to Mr. McDermott. There has been no question that I have tried to 
shade them or change them or in any way had the opportunity to show 
to other people, unless I removed the file or unless I took my brief 
case into somebody else’s office and disclosed what was in it. 

Senator Smiru. Thank you, Mr. Fried, very much for your coopera- 
tion. I appreciate it. 

Mr. Frrev. Thank you, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Fried, I would like to say at the outset 

that I had a great number of questions I wanted to ask you today. 

Mr. Frrep. That is perfectly all right. 

Senator Henprickson. But my distinguished colleague from Maine 
has covered the field so ably and competently that I shall try for the 
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benefit of all parties concerned in this hearing, including our good 
friend the press, to be just as brief as possible. 

Mr. Fried, you stated that you were born in Providence, R. [.; is 
that right / 

Mr. Friep. That is right, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. What year was that / 

Mr. Friep. 1912, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. How long did you live in or about Provi- 
dence, R. I. 4 

Mr. Friep. Until I was about 12 or 13 years old. 

Senator Henprickson, Did you work as a young man of 12, we will 
say ‘ 

Mr. Frrep. I have been working for a long time, Senator. That isa 
hard question to answer. 

Senator Henprickson. I just wondered whether you remember do- 
ing any work at that age. Most of us have sold papers or magazines 
or something in our past, and I wondered about your history. 

Mr. Frrep. I worked in garages for an awfully long time. I think 
when I was 12 vears old I was a grease monkey in a garage. 

Senator Henprickson. In Rhode Island did you ever know anyone 
named Joe Fisher? 

Mr. Frirp. No, sir; I don’t recall—now, I think you are taking a 
little bit of advantage 

Senator Hrenprickson, No: I am asking you if you ever knew any- 
one by the name of Joe Fisher ? 

Mr. Frrep. Well, how would IT remember at this late date whether 
. ever knew a man by the name of Joe Fisher in Rhode Island, and 
you ask me for a “ves” or “no” answer on a question like that ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. I will give you all the latitude you want in 
vour answer. 

Mr. Friep. I don’t recall anybody by the name of Joe Fisher. 

Senator Henprickson. You don’t recall anything about the Fisher 
boys in Rhode Island ? You did not know anvone by the name of 
I’-}-s-h-e-r, sir / 

Mr. Friep. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Henprickson. And you left Rhode Island in what ye: 

Mr. Frrep, I should judge about 1923 or 1925. 

Senator Henprickson, And you moved to New York? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. What was the purpose of your leaving 
Rhode Island, do you recall 4 

Mr. Friep. My parents moved ? 

Senator Henprickson. They moved? 

Mr. Frtep. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. And had you a large family ? 

Mr. Frrep. Had I a large family ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. No; your parents. Yes or no? 

Mr. Frrev. Two, a daughter and a son, and I am the son, and my 
parents, and we were four people, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. You have explained at great length what 
you did in New York but I gathered from your testimony that after 
you studied law for a year or so you were engaged principally as an 
investigator on WPA projects and in association work. 
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Mr. Friep. I would say that was fairly accurate; yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you make formal applications there for 
your employment ? 

Mr. Frrep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hzenprickson. Those applications, of course, would be on 
file there; wouldn’t they? I er they would be on file 4 

Mr. Friep. I imagine they would, sir. My fingerprints are on file 
in Washington, too, I think. 

Senator Henprickson. And did you ever do anything else in New 
York but social investigation and WPA investigation “work, exe ept 
the work for the two law firms that you mentioned / 

Mr. Friep. Not to the best of my recollection. I think L worked 
in garages when we first moved to New York: ves, sir. I have worked 
in check rooms—hat check rooms. I wor + for R. H. Macy & Co. 

Senator Henprickson. And you arrived in Baltimore what year / 

Mr. Frrep. 1941; May of 1941, sin 

Senator Henprickson. Do you know anyone in Baltimore by the 
name of Lou Fried, any other person by the name of Lou Fried? 

Mr. Friep. I know there are many Frieds in Baltimore. 

Senator Henprickson. You don’t know anybody who is commonly 
called Lou Fried ? 

Mr. Friep. I might be commonly called Lou Fried, sir. 

Sendtor Henprickson. Were you ever in the hotel business in 
Baltimore ? 

Mr. Friep. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Never / 

Mr. Frrizp. Never. 

Senator Henprickson. All right, sit 

Mr. Frirep. That sounds like Gilbert and Sullivan. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, vou make it sound that way, sir. You 
have the Sullivan touch. 

Now, you referred in your colloquy with the Senator from Maine 
to this re port whie h came out of this all-night session, and you said 
you wrote it in longhand, and you say you have it in your brief case 
and can produe e it for the files—no, I don’t want it now. 

Mr. Friep. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. And the longhand copy was typewritten, 
L suppose. 

Mr. Friep. In this office. 

Senator HenprIcKSON. Sir? 

Mr. Frtep. In our office right here. 

Senator Henprickson. Down in your committee room ? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, sir; Miss Chakin executed that copy in our office, 
room 106, 

Senator Henprickson. How many copies were made, Mr. Fried ? 

Mr. Friep. I don’t recall how — she made. She gave me one 
copy and the balance she handled. I did not handle any of the other 
copies and that was the copy I discussed with Mr. McDermott about 
takine back to Baltimore, and that is the copy I took back. At that 
time I did not keep any copy for myself. 

Senator Hznprickson. I see. To whom did the copies go then? 


Mr. Friep. Which copies are you referring to—the ones that were 
left here? 
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Senator Henprickson. The copies of this report. 

Mr. Friep. I don’t know; I can’t answer that. 

Senator Henprickson. I suppose I am repeating a question, but did 
any one of these copies go to the oflice of Senator Tydings ?¢ 

Mr. Friep. Absolutely not; not to my knowledge. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Fried, did you give any information 
concerning this situation, from the time you first learned of this so- 
called midnight ride, to Mr. Drew Pearson or to any columnist ? 

Mr. Frrep. Yes, I did; but before I became a member of this com- 
mittee I talked to Mr. Drew Pearson and gave him the information. 

Senator Henprickson. Then you were the one who gave him the 
information ¢ 

bir. Frrep. Yes, sir; I was the one that gave him the information. 

Senator Henprickson. I see. 

Mr. Friep. I tried to give it to Walter Winchell, too. 

Senator Henprickson. Now, Mr. Fried, it is quite evident, I mean 
since I have known you, that you are a man of very positive views. 

Mr. Friep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. And a man of very deep feeling. 

Mr. Frrep. I would say so, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. And a man of deep conviction. 

Mr. Friep. I would say so, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. And about this whole matter, and particu- 
larly about Willie Fedder, as you call him, you have a very intense 
feeling; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Friev. I would say that is right, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. Now, in the light of that very 
intense feeling, and the deep convictions that you have, and having 
gone forth and made a preinvestigation of this whole thing, completely 
on your own, did it ever occur to you that when you went to Senator 
Tydings, and Senator Tydings had offered you a position as an in- 
vestigator with the senatorial committee, to investigate this whole 
matter, did it ever occur to you that your position as invesigator might 
be very embarrassing to the very committee you were investigating 
for? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, sir; it did; after I was appointed it absolutely did, 
and I have had much diseussion with my wife and myself on the 
subject. 

Senator Henprickxson. Well. wouldn't it be—— 

Mr. Friep. I thought I would have been much better off had I been 
just Joe Citizen, and knew who the invesigator was, and could have 
worked along with him and helped him get the information, and I 
think I would probably have gotten much more. 

Senator Henprickson. With that feeling would it not have been a 
better sense of ethics to retire, so that the committee might get an 
impartial investigator ? 

Mr. Friep. Impartial investigator, sir? Now, you are making that 
statement—— 

Senator Henprickson. Well, I say impartial— 

Mr. Friep. And I don’t think you are privileged to make that state- 
ment, sir, because I don’t think, so far, that there is anything in my 
record to show that I have not been impartial. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, I will let the chairman determine as 
to whether I am privileged to ask that question. 
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Senator Monroney. I think the Senator is speaking within his 
rights. 

Mr. Frrep. Then give me an opportunity of stating whether— 

Senator Henprickson. Well, if you don’t like the word “impartial,” 
Mr. Fried, we will use another word. 

Don’t you think it would have been a better sense of ethics for you 
to have been retired on the scene under the circumstances and to give 
the committee an opportunity to employ someone who was without 
bias? 

Senator Henntnes. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Frrep. If you intend—— 

Senator HENNINGs. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings. © 

Senator Henntnos. I don’t like to take issue with my learned friend, 
the Senator from New Jersey, but it seems to me, however, that we 
have a question before us in which this committee must share respon- 
sibility. If for any reason it is now suggested, and I know of no stg- 
gestion which has been made officially and formally to this commit- 
tee heretofore, that Mr. Fried is improperly serving this committee, it 
would seem to me that the committee is in a very poor position to under- 
take to interrogate the man who is in the committee’s employ with 
reference to the propriety of his having accepted and continued in the 
employment of the committee. This witness is not a lawyer. He 
apparently is not one of the customarily and habitually employed 
people in this building, who serve the various committees, and hence 
who might be familiar with practices, procedures, and ethical con- 
siderations relating to them. 

Insofar as I know, no suggestion has been made by any member of 
this committee, or counsel, in any official manner, that the reports of 
this investigator have been unreliable, have been other than factual, 
and this committee has relied upon his reports, insofar as counsel has 
transmitted them to us in interrogation of witnesses, and simply in 
the interest of fairness, and not to in any sense suggest that my friend 
from New Jersey does not mean to be completely fair, I think that if 
this witness felt there was any impropriety in his employment he 
might have stated it to this committee, but that larger responsibility 
is that of this committee, to whom the knowledge of the circumstances 
of his employment came after the committee had embarked upon its 
work. 

ae Fried was employed by the predecessors of this committee, and 
not by the committee as it is presently constituted, and therefore if 
there is a burden upon this witness to have demurred and have left the 
employment of the committee, I for one feel that it is partially my 
burden, too. 

Senator Henprickson. I would like to say that I have the greatest 
desire to be fair in this matter. 

Senator Hennings. Tam sure that you have, Senator. 

Senator Henprickson. In many respects I agree with my distin- 
euished friend from Missouri, but I feel that in the or ul analysis the 
burden is on our shoulders. I would also point out, sir, that this wit- 
ness has already testified that his primary interest in this matter is 
Willie Fedder; that is, I admire him for his honest testimony in 
answer to my question that the ethics I have already referred to gave 
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him concern, and that he talked it over with his wife night after 
night. 

Therefore, in the light of those two admissions, I don’t think my 
question is at all unfair, but— 

Senator Henninas. I did not mean to suggest, Senator, of course, 
any personal unfairness. I meant that perfectly objectively in terms 
of the principle, as I see it, that is involved. 

Senator Henprickson. I quite understand. I wonder if we could 
have the question read. 

(‘The record was read by the reporter. ) 

Senator Monronry. Would you define “bias” / 

Mr. Frrep. T will answer that question. 

Senator Henprickson. I mean as a definition of “bias,” the admit- 
ted bias that has been expressed here by this witness, Mr. Fried. 

Senator Hennines. Asto Mr. Fedder? 

Senator Ifenprickson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. The investigator was engaged in a great deal 
of other duties for this committee. 

Senator Henprickson, That is right; and there has been some very 
tine investigative work accomplished. 

Mr. Frrep. There has been no bias in favor of Fedder, and the 
statement that there is was not made by me. You just made a state- 
ment a short while ago that I stated that 1 was primarily interested 
in Mr. Fedder. I did not say that. 

Senator Henprickson. Oh, you did. 

Mr. Frrep. [ said that I was equally interested in the question, and 
interested in Mr. Fedder, as I responded in answer to Senator Smith's 
question, L think it was Senator Smith who propounded that question. 
Now, do I recall correct ly, Senator ¢ 

Senator Henprickson, Let me reframe my question, Mr. Chairman 

Senator Surrg. I think I asked vou if your interest was equally 
between Mr. Fedder and the facts after a discussion of the same. 

Mr. Frirep. Of course, I cannot say that T was disin o ‘rested in Mr. 
Fedder, but I at the same time cannot use the word “bias” because it 
denotes that I would do something in favor of Mr. Fedder that I would 
not do in favor of someone else. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, we will not haggle over words. 

Mr. Frrep. But the words are important, si 

Senator Henprickson. [ will eee the question. It does not 
appear to be obvious to you, Mr. Fried, but the committee would have 
been relieved of a lot of embarrassment had we had an investigator 
who had not had this initial urge to aida friend. 

Mr. Friep. Senator, I can answer that question and tell you that I 
think it was only one source that created the embarrassment, and the 
committee has been going through that embarrassment ever since it 
started. We have been harassed and bothered and followed, and every- 
thing else, in our work. We did not feel safe when Mr. McDermott 
and I would talk long distance over the telephone—— 

Senator Henprickson. Wait, wait. Mr. Chairman, that is not re- 
sponsive to my question. My question can be answered very simply, 
and I am perfectly willing after Mr. Fried gives a responsive answer 
to have him enlarge upon the details. 

Senator Monroney. I don’t think that they are material at this 
point. I don’t think those details are material at this point. 
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Senator Henprickson. May we have a simple answer to the ques- 
tion ? 

Senator Monroney. Will you reframe the question ? 

Mr. Friep. Will you read the question back to me? 

(The record was read by the reporter. ) 

Senator Henprickson. Let me change that to read, “does it not ap- 
pear,” and so forth. 

Mr. Friep. As a hypothetical question, I would answer that ques- 
tion, yes. . 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you very much. 

Senator Monronry. Do you have any further questions, Senator 
Hendrickson ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. No further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings? 

Senators HenninGs. I] have only a brief observation, Mr. Chairman, 
at this time. 

It would seem to me that the duty of an investigator is, of course, if 
he can be, to be ree ‘aesar’s wife, irreproachable, to never have any 
bias, prejudice, or feeling in any matter. He perhaps should dwell 
in an ivory ae and all of his investigations should not be tinetured 
in any respect or character by any personal feeling or emotion that 
may enter into his pursuit of the facts. 

Now, I don’t know where you would find such investigators. IT have 
never seen one, Investigators embarking upon undertakings such as 
have been the duty of this Witness, quite naturally, in the course of 
their work, form certain opinions, come to certain convictions, and 
perhaps certain personal attachments. 

I think the record should be very clear that, as I have said, Mr. 
Fried was employed by persons not now sitting on this committee. 

It came to the knowledge of most of us, I am sure, sometime well 
in the course of this investigation, perhaps 3 or 4 weeks ago, or 2 weeks 
ago—when was it, Mr. ser gan nog 

Senator Monronry. I think 2 or 3 weeks ago. 

Senator Henninos. That some of the matters disclosed here today 
have been a fact, and I believe that the understanding then was, the 
understanding of all members of this committee, am I correct in that 
statement ¢ 

I make this provision to the Senator from New Jersey. Of course, 
we knew nothing about the statement made here today that this wit 
ness has suggested that he was interested both in William Fedder and 
in the investigation. 

However, as to the circumstances of his employment in coming to 
this committee, I don’t see that this committee can escape respon- 
sibility by taxing this man with a duty which we ourselves did not 
suggest, did not require, and did not think was necessary, and the 
fact that the constant references to him throughout the course of the 
testimony, some of them in derogation of him and his ch aracter, have 
been made, and I am sure have been the source of some embarrassment 
and difficult to digest. 

I do not have the pleasure of knowing Mr. Fried. I have seen him 
perhaps two or three times when he has appeared before the com- 
mittee. I don’t know whether he is engaged in any activity in Rhode 
Island, for example, of which he might ‘be ashamed. 

How old were you when you came to New York? 
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Mr. Friep. Twelve or 13, sir. I don’t think there was ever anything 
that 1 was ashamed of at 12 or 13, and I am not ashamed of anything 
today. 

Senator Hennines. Well, the fact that you were not employed until 
you were 12, I don’t know whether that is of any great significance or 
not. 

Now, I don’t understand what the Fisher boys had to do with it, 
and I trust that is something which, if true, could not add to the 
detriment of your character, and that it can be explained. 

Senator Henprickson. I might say on that score that the witness 
answered my questions quite s satisfactorily. 

Senator Hennrnos. Thank you. I did not understand that line of 
questioning. But if any bad faith is to be imputed to Mr. —— at 
this stage of our proceedings—and we have certainly, all of I 
think, undertaken to do the best we could under difficult cireumstances 
to be fair in the course of this hearing—if there are specific examples 
of malfeasance or misfeasance or nonfeasance or breach of trust, I 
think that in fairness to Mr. Fried they should be suggested now, and 
in fairness to this committee I think we should have it out, since the 
matter has been drawn out in the open. 

Mr. Friep. I agree, sir. 

Senator Hennexes. To the extent it has. Impeachment by gen- 
eral reference is one thing and impeachment or discrediting by specific 
reference is another. 

Now, I will say for myself, I have not as yet in examining the re- 
ports and records and in interrogating this witness, as we did yes- 
terday—TI have no reason to believe that his investigations have been 
conducted other than in as impartial a manner as perhaps is humanly 
possible under the circumstances where one is Involved who has been 
an associate or friend, and by the same token, I say, insofar as 1 know, 
this witness has been truthful with the committee and his testimony 
is sustained by the reports which he has given to the committee. 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Mr. Friep. May I say this: At least 1 or 2 weeks ago, due to the con- 
troversial nature of this thing, when it started and my name started to 
appear in the papers, I suggested to Mr. McDermott—and you ask him 

that at any time he wanted me to resign I would, but not in favor of 
“an unprejudiced” investigator, however, I don’t know equally of any 
that exists. Sothat isthe story, so far as I can go. 

Senator Monroney. When you were employed by the committee 
succeeded, you knew that you were not going into permanent employ- 
ment, did you not 

Mr. Friep. I could not take it as permanent employment. 

Senator Monroney. It wasa part-time job of short duration ? 

Mr. Friep. It was a job that had to be done, and I worked night and 
day to get it done. 

Senator Monroney. At the time you went on, you understood it 
was your job to dig up the facts at the direction of counsel or of the 
committee ¢ 

Mr. Friep. That is right, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Do you know of any time during the course 
of your employment where your investigation has dictated or shaped 
the poli icy of this committee f 

Mr. Frrep. No, sir. 





1054 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Senator Monronry. You have supplied facts which counsel have 
later checked and which the committee has screened, and we have 
had the men and women come on the stand and tell their stories, and 
they have been cross-examined under oath, and the story told by the 
committee has been the story told in open session under oath and for 
the record; is that not true ? 

Mr. Friep. That is absolutely true, sir. In fact, all the evidence I 
presented or procured for this committee has been factually substan- 
tiated by photostated copies. It has not been a matter of opinion, and 
wherever I have stated it as my opinion, it has simply been that I 
did not think the man was telling the truth and I recommended fur- 
ther action. 

Senator Monroney. If there was any personal friendship shown, 
it could have only been in the case of Mr. Willie Fedder ? 

Mr. Friep. That could not a into issue either, sir, because that 
story had been told before; I told the story before. There can be 
no remote possibility or any insinuation that I influenced or tended to 
disturb the conduct of an investigation through prejudice or any 
other bias. It could not exist, because this investigation took on two 
phases for me: I was interested in this investigation before I was 
appointed as an investigator, and when I accepted that appointment 
I accepted it on an impartial basis, to do the job that had to be done. 

Senator Monroney. But the story of William Fedder and the so- 
called midnight ride had apeared in a good many newspapers, had 
been on the air and had been generally common knowledge in most 
details long before it was told before this committee under oath by 
Mr. William Fedder; had it not? 

Mr. Friep. That is right, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And you probably were familiar with those 
newspaper stories and radio broadcasts. Was there any significant 
difference between the story as told public ly before it was told under 
oath to this committee and in the way in which it had been previously 
told? 

Mr. Friep. Well, sir, the story, any quotation of what has occurred, 
would not be word for word factu: ally, because I don’t think any news- 
paper account is actually factual. They try to give the substance. 
The newspapers doa wonderful job in giving 2 svynopis of what occurs, 
but they cannot get every word down. 

Senator Monronry. But to a large degree the general story was 
generally the same. 

Mr. Frrep. It was well told, ves, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Due to space limitations, perhaps, of news- 
papers, and make-up, and different things, it probably varied a little 
bit in length and detail from time to time, but there were no large 
substantial differences between the story of Mr. William Fedder as 
told in the press than from which it was told, excepting perhaps in 
greater detail and more minutely, before this committee ¢ 

Mr. Friep. 1 would say that is correct, sir. 

Senator Monronry. So therefore the one phase mm which you might 
feel that you were under special friendship for one witness before 
the committee—— 

Mr. Friep. That would not have a thing to do with it, sir. 

Senator Monroney (continuing). Could not have entered into or 
prejudiced your actions in digging up the documentary facts, largely 
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from which this committee has acted and in which this committee has 
been interested. 

Mr. Friep. That is right, sir. 

Senator Monroney. You have never talked to me, I don’t believe, 
during the course of these hearings, to suggest any witness or to sug- 
gest any procedure before this committee, “have you ? 

Mr. Friep. I have never been invited by any member of this com- 
mittee to talk to them, Senator, up until a couple of days ago. 

Senator Monroney. In other words, your work has ‘been at the in- 
vestigative level, searching out facts and leads, which later are checked 
by counsel and assistant counsel. 

Mr. Frrep. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And that would sometimes ouide, perhaps, 
questioning in the cross-examination of witnesses before us. 

Mr. Frrep. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Senator Monroney. And at no time has any member of the com- 
mittee been told by you or asked you for advice on what witnesses to 
call or what questions to ask, or in any way to influence the conduct 
of this hearing. 

Mr. Frrep. That is right, sir. 

Senator Monroney. The circumstances of your employment which 
were existent before this Cc ‘ommittee took over, an id a partial Investig 
tion, or I guess the larger part of the investigation had oceurred, 
believe, before this committee actually was constituted—do you re- 
member what the date was / 

Mr. Frrep. About a week after I was appointed, the committee was 
changed. 

Senator Monroney. And you had been undertaking your investiga 
tions and leads for sometime during that time, had you not 4 

Mr. Friep. I could not tell. I was appointed on January 4. When 
was the committee changed ? 

Senator Monroney. I do not have know ledge of that date. 

Mr. Friep. I think it was about a week or so after I was appointed 
when the committee was changed. It was not a long period of time. 

Senator Monroney. January 19, Senator Smith says this committee 
took over. 

Counsel advises me that so far as the subcommittee is concerned, it 
started December 12 or 13, and you took over Mr. Aultman’s place, I 
believe. who resigned 4 

Mr. Friep. No, sir, I don’t know of anybody’s place I took. All I 
know is that I was appointed. 

Senator Monroney. Didn’t you understand that there had been a 
vacancy created by an investigator that was leaving? 

Mr. Friep. No, sir: I did not understand that. 

Senator Monroney. You did not know that ? 

Mr. Friep. I knew nothing of the workings of this subcommittee, 
and frankly speaking, I still don’t. I am an investigator. I am not 
a member of the subcommittee. I am an investigator for the sub- 
committee. 

Senator Monroney. And whatever facts you bring in we can treat 
in any way we please / 

Mr. Friep. Yes, you can digest them any way you want. 

Senator Monroney. I believe many of the things they paid no 
attention to 
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Mr. Friep. Oh, they paid attention to everything I brought in. 

Senator Monroney. But a great deal of the information that you 
brought in has been doc ‘amented and photostatic copies, or with 
photo copies of the evidence which you were searching for. 

Mr. Friep. Outside of the research questions, as to how many rooms 
they had at the « campaign headquarters, and things like that, identify- 
ing information, everything else was authenticated and documented. 
I did not ask anybody to take my word for it, I brought the evidence 
in. 

Senator Monroney. I have not had a chance to read your files or 
reports at great length, but I have seen them. Were there any opinions 
expressed or conclusions of fact drawn in your iavaniibatins reports? 

Mr. Friep. I don’t think so, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Most of them had to do with the hours, the 
times, and the dates? 

Mr. Friep. I have an analysis statement at the end of every report 
as to what I think is in it. 

Senator Monroney. Sort of—— 

Mr. Friep. For other procedure or recommended other visits, such 
as visits, and then Mr. McDermott would take them up here in Wash- 
ington and send another investigator out on these leads. The normal 
things that occur in the process of investigation, if an investigator does 
have an opinion, he is entitled to state it, because it will help the 
man at the desk understand what is happening. How else is the man 
in the office supposed to know ? 

Senator Monroney. Doesn’t the man in the office make determina- 
tion of whether-—— 

Mr. Friep. Absolutely. 

Senator Monroney. Whether the information requires further in- 
vestigation ¢ 

Mr. Frrep. I make no policy decisions, and if that is a sore spot, 
why, I can say unequivocally that I make no policy decisions, and I 
have not had anything to do with influencing the activity of this com- 
mittee other than to present my reports. 

Senator Monroney. I see. Do you have any further questions, Sen- 
ator Hennings ¢ 

Senator Henninos. I have none. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Mr. Henpricxson. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. We thank you very much for your appearance 
here and appreciate your going into these matters fully with us. 

Mr. Frrep. You are welcome. 

Senator Monroney. ‘The ccmmittee will stand in recess until Tues- 
day morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 6:50 p. m., a recess was taken until 10 a. m., Tues- 
day, April 10, 1951.) 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 1951 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
SvuscoMIrree ON PriviteGes AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
Commitrre ON RuLEs AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:15 a. m., 
in room 318, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monroney 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney (presiding), Hennings, Smith of 
Maine, and Hendrickson. 

Also present: Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee; Edward 
McDermott, chief counsel; and Ralph E. Becker, assistant counsel. 

Senator Monronry. The hearing of the subcommittee will be in 
order. 

Our first witness today is Senator Tydings. Would you stand up, 
sir, and be sworn? 


TESTIMONY OF MILLARD E. TYDINGS—Resumed 


Mr. Typrnas. I have already been sworn. 

Senator Monroney. The record will show that you have been sworn 
and this is a continuation of the cross-examination of your testimony 
given at the opening day of these hearings. 

Mr. Typrnas. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. You are here for cross-examination as was 
agreed to at the conclusion of our first meeting. Questions from 
counsel, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. Typr1nes. Mr. Chairman, before I am asked any questions I 
would like also to reserve the right to appear again in the event testi- 
mony may be offered from now on which may make it desirable. 

Senator Monroney. Well, the committee, of course, will have to—— 

Mr. Typrnas. To offer rebuttal testimony to any that may come out 
de novo from now on—I want the right to do it. 

Senator Monroney. The committee will have to determine that 
when we hear the evidence. 

Mr. Typrnes. That is right, but I just mention it so that I will not 
be in a position of having foreclosed myself. 

Senator Monronry. The committee will be conscious of that and 
will try and make the proper decision if that case should arise. 

Mr. Typrnes. All right, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott. 

1057 
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Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Tydings, the subcommittee has your letter 
of April 5, addressed to Mr. Leslie L. Biffle, the Secretary of the 
Senate, in which you state in part that— 
specifically sums of money were expended by Mr. Butler and others in his behalf 
far in excess of those reported as required by the laws of the State of Maryland 
and the laws of the United States. Expenses were incurred by Mr. Butler and 
others in his behalf which were not reported as required by the laws of Mary- 
land and the laws of the United States. Sums of money were used in-an illegal 
and un»recedented manner and scaled so as to affect unfairly the electorate 
in Mr. Butler’s behalf and to cause votes to be cast for him that otherwise 
would not have been cast. Moneys were used to print, distribute, and circularize 
delibernte falsehoods and malicious lies known in advance to be completely 
false so as to affect unfairly the electorate on behalf of Mr. Butler. 

Do you have any additional information or evidence germane to 
that question and the matter here under investigation that you would 
like to present to the subcommittee for its consideration ¢ 

Mr. Typines. Not at this moment. 

Mr. McDrermorr. When you referred to— 
sums of money that were expended by Mr. Butler and others in his behalf in 
excess of those reported as required by the laws of the State of Maryland— 
do vou refer in that sentence to the sums that have been developed 
in this hearing so far, or are you referring to additional sums that 
we have not considered ¢ 

Mr. ‘Typrnés. In my testimony of February 20, which I, unfortu- 
nately, forgot to bring along with me, but you have a copy of it, you 
will find frequent references in there to the fact that a full account 
was not made of expenditures and of contributions. 

In addition to that, there has been developed and published in the 
press in substantiation of what I have said, $27,300 of contributions 
made to the Butler campaign which were not reported as required 
bY law. 

Further than that, there have been $27,300, obviously, of expendi- 
tures that were made that have not been reported, or substantially that 
amount. 

Therefore, the statement that large sums of money were expended 
which were not accounted for as the Maryland law requires, has been 
abundantly proved by the testimony before your committee and stand 
uncontradicted in the record. 

And that is a violation of the Maryland law which you know. It 
is also a violation of the Federal law which you know. 

In addition to that, checks were signed by Mr. Butler in the case 
of the one that Mrs. Miller gave, I think, endorsed by Mr. Butler and 
given over to Mr. Fedder without going through his campaign 
treasurer. 

In addition to that, Mr. Jonkel, who is not even a citizen of the 
State of Maryland, signed numerous checks and so testified, I believe, 
here, saying that he had forgotten that these checks had come in, 
$27,000 or so of them, but he remembered it after the committee inves- 
tigators had dug it up pretty well. 

I hope that answers your question. 

I would like to point out also that I do not believe there has been 
any investigation of the $8,000 note that was negotiated at the Mer- 
chantile Trust Co. The Federal law prevents anybody from contrib- 
uting more than $5,000. In this case $8,000 of election bills were 
assumed by one individual. 
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In addition to that, Mr. Butler himself wrote a letter which is in 
the committee files and which is acknowledged, I believe, by all persons 
concerned, to be accurate, to the extent that he would guarantee to 
Mr. Fedder some ten or eleven or twelve thousand dollars’ worth of 
unpaid bills which, of course, as anybody knows is a violation of the 
law. 

If that could be done, a candidate would simply guarantee thirty 
or forty or fifty thousand dollars’ worth of unpaid bills before the 
election and after election pay them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, referring to the tabloid, From the Record. 

Mr. Typinas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did the tabloid first come to your attention 
prior to election ¢ 

Mr. Typines. I heard about the tabloid about a week or 10 days 
before the election. 

A friend of mine called me up, and his name will have to be with- 
held for the moment. He said, “If I tell you something very, very 
important will you promise you will never disclose its source ¢” 

Well, I did not want to make that promise, but I had great con 
fidence in this partic ular individual. He has been a life-long friend. 

“Well,” he said, “a picture is going to be sprung on you in the last 
few days of the campaign that is going to ruin you, 

“Well,” I said, “how do you know that?” 

Well, he-told me the circumstances of how he knew it. And I 
would be glad to tell this committee in executive session how he knew, 
but I do not care to tell them in the open because it would be a viola 
tion of confidence. 

I said, “What kind of a picture?” 

He says, “I don’t know what kind of a picture it is. But I have 
just learned that a picture has been obtained that is going to be used 
in the closing days of the campaign in great quantity and the per 
petrators of this picture are going to, I believe, it is going to pull the 
ground from under you. 

And I said, “Well, what is the picture, what can it be?” 

He says, “T don’t know what it is. All I know is that they are 
working on a picture.” 

That was the first I had any evidence that such a thing was in the 
offing. 

And then there was gossip around that something was being pre 
pared. I do not know as I could tell you who told me. Several 
people said they heard something was being prepared. 

The first I knew was about—this is just from memory, and I could 
be wrong by a day or so—the first I knew of it was about Thursday 
or Friday, as near as I can recall, before election when people began 
to tell me about thisthing. I had never seen it. 

I said, “For heaven's sake, get hold of one of them, I'd like to see it.” 

Eventually one came in my offiice. Whereupon, I publicly called it 
to the attention of Mr. Butler and asked him to repudiate it. His 
reply as published in the press in an interview with Mr. Odell Smith 
of the Baltimore Sun was that, in effect, Senator Tydings is object- 
ing. Let me quote him exactly. I will only be a minute. 

Senator Monronry. Would you give the date of that, also, Senator, 
or the approximate date of it / 


85670——51———68 
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Mr, Typrne. Yes; I will. I believe I put—I believe I put the 
clippings in the record at the time I testified, Senator Monroney, but 
if I did not, I will be glad to furnish them to the committee. They 
are from the Baltimore Evening and the Baltimore Morning Sun, 
I believe.. And they are within 3 or 4 days of the election. So in the 
event I do not find the clippings again, you can get them from the 
library if the committee desires to. 

Let me read this part of the testimony again, because it refreshes 
all of our memories. 

At this point I wish to call to your attention some articles in the Baltimore 
Sun which were written but a few days before election by Mr. Odell Smith, a 
newspaper correspondent of the Sun papers in Baltimore. One article reads: 

“Senator Tydings accuses his Republican opponent of publishing the faked 
photograph and outright falsehoods in a last minute effort to besmear the 
Senator Tydings’ record. The senior Maryland Senator seeking his fifth term 
referred to a four-page tabloid size paper which printed, among other things, 
the composite photograph of Senator Tydings and Earl Browder, former head 
of the Communist Party of the United States.” 

Mr. Smith interrogated Mr. Butler about this charge. Here is 
what Mr. Butler replied to Mr. Smith’s question. I quote: 


The headquarters of John M. Butler, the Republican nominee denied— 


“denied,” I emphasize that word— 


it had authorized the printing and distribution of the paper, but a spokesman 
said, “‘We know that some such thing was being published.” 

Let me say parenthetically right there that since that came out it 
has been proven that the Butler people paid for that ad. 

It likewise has been proven that the Butler people went over to Mr. 


Fedder’s and tried to get him to distribute this and he would not dis- 
tribute the stuff until he was paid for it, and Mr. Butler then wrote 
the letter saying he would be responsible for the cost of distributing 
that and other things. 

But let me continue: 


Then Mr. Odell Smith, the Sun paper’s correspondent continues with a direct 
quote from Mr. Butler himself. Here is what Mr. Butler said when this tabloid 
situation was called to his attention. I quote him. “He, Senator Tydings, 
wants to boast of those parts of his record that he chooses for public exposure. 
He is now whining because parts of his record have been opened up to the 
public view.” 

After the publication had been printed and before the election Mr. Butler knew 
of the faked photograph and the outright lies, yet his answer to my complaint 
to these deliberate lies was, and I quote, “He is now whining because parts 
of his record have been opened up to the public view,” thereby giving by his 
remarks the color of authenticity to this outrageous and scurrilous and faked 
photograph and lies that appeared in the tabloid. 

gain on November 5, when Mr. Odell Smith asked Mr. Butler what he had 
further to say about “my charges,” Mr. Butler replied in the Morning Sun of 
that date, and I quote his words— 


Mr. Butler is speaking— 


“Senator Tydings claimed that he is the victim of a smear campaign as a des- 
perate attempt to invoke sympathy for his position.” 

Thus when Mr. Butler had a chance to be a man and to exhibit 
elemental manhood and political courage and honesty he chose to 
take all the advantage of this thoroughly dishonest campaign tech- 
nique by keeping the picture before the people that I had nothing 
to a about and that there was no justification in the smear 
ata 
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If Mr. Butler or anybody else can find any conduct on my part 
in this or any other election even remotely comparable to that L will 
never appear before this committee again and protest. 

Mr. McDermorr. Getting back, Senator Tydings, to your letter of 
April 5, I understand that at this time, at least, you do not have 
any further evidence with reference to the financial aspects of the 
campaign to present to the committee 

Mr. Typines. I would not want to say that. I would want to say 
that Lam not in position to present it at this time. 

Mr. McDermorr. All right. The record will so show. 

That is all at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings / 

Senator HenninoGs. I have no questions at this time. 

Senator Monroney. The picture of you that was used in the com- 
posite photogr aph was made what year, Senator ! 

Mr. Typines. The picture that was used in the composite photo- 
graph of me was made in 1938, 18 years ago. It was made in the 
course of the 1938 campaign and shows me liste ning to the election 
return results in the year 1938 when I was reelected for a second or 
third term. 

Senator Monroney. And where? 

Mr. Typines. The picture of Mr. Browder was made, I believe, in 
this room when he was testifying and occupying a position somewhat 
like I am occupying now and when I was sitting where you are sit- 
ting, and yet they took a 1938 photograph of me and put it together 
with Mr. Browder’s 1950 picture and made it appear that we were all 
having tea together. 

Senator Monroney. Where Mr. Browder’s picture is the radio 
carrying the news that you had received the nomination in 1938 
was—— 

Mr. Typrnas. Was cut out. 

Senator Monroney. That was the reason, perhaps, for the expres- 
sion and other things that may have led to the choice of that photo- 
graph? 

Mr. Typincs. That is right. Life magazine, about a month ago, 
devotes a whole page to the exposé of how this picture was made and 
calls it composite trickery. And I think it is a very apt and very fit- 
ting cognomen for this bit of skulduggery. 

I would like to say before we leave ‘this subject here are four Mem- 
bers of the Senate, and there are 92 some place else, there are 435 
Members of the House. There, gentlemen, Mrs. Smith and gentle- 
men, but for the grace of God, go ah each Member may say. He does 
not know when this is going to happen i in his case. 

And what I resent mostly is that when Butler knew of this, because 
these papers show that he knew of it, and when I charged him with 
having a this, instead of rising on his feet like a real gentleman 
and a real man of honor, he preferred to make political capital and 
use it for an asset, rather than to denounce it. 

Senator Monroney. Was there at any time during those last few 
days after you learned of the issuance of the tabloid and that you 
accused the Butler campaign and Senator Butler of i issuing this, that 
he ever dissociated himself with its publication ? 
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Mr. Typrnes. Never once. He allowed the whole thing to rest as 
a cloud over my reputation, right up until after the last vote was cast 
and counted. 

Senator Monroney. In your radio broadcasts and in your inter- 
views did you call upon him to accept responsibility for it? 

Mr. Typrnas. I charged— 

Senator Monronry. Did you rom dhaines him with it? 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes; with faked pictures and false statements. 

Senator Monroney. And it was never repudiated at any time dur- 
ing those, to your knowledge ¢ 

Mr. Typines. No. 

Senator Monroney. In the press or radio? 

Mr. Typrnes. The conduct with reference to this picture was just 
as shady as the conduct in reference to the campaign expenditures 
that never were reported. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker ? 

Senator Henprickson. Before counsel proceeds. Mr. Chairman, 
just to have the record straight before the committee, we have had a 
lot of discussions here already about this composite picture. I would 
like to show Senator Tydings a picture taken at the hearing in this 
room and ask him if this represents the practical locations of Mr. 
Browder and the distinguished Senator from Maryland ? 

Mr. Typines. I think it does. And I would like to say that as far 
as [ am able to judge it looks like there is about 10 or 12 feet between 
Mr. Browder and me. And on my right is Senator Hickenlooper and 
Senator Lodge, two eminent members of the Republican Party, and 
on my left is Senator Green, likewise an eminent member of the Demo- 
cratic Party. I see Senator Knowland and others there. 

There is nothing in that picture that I can see that associates me 
in any way with Mr. Browder other than in a proper way. 

Senator Henprickson, I thank you. I just wanted that picture for 
our records. 

(The document was received and is on file with the committee as 
exhibit 93.) 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Had that picture been reproduced ? 

Mr. Typines. I would have had no complaint at all. Nothing more 
than a picture of the hearing, just like there might be a picture of 
this hearing. 

Senator Monroney. Would there have been anything tnusual in you 
thanking any witness, I mean, as a matter of courtesy that the chair- 
man knows witnesses coming before the committee? 

Mr. Typincs. I thanked every witness. And let me say that I was 
opposed to the calling of Mr. Browder as a witness, saying that I 
would not believe him on his oath. I would not believe any Com- 
Inunist, pronounced or announced Communist on his oath, but it was 
done at the request of Senator McCarthy. And we allowed all of the 
questions that Senator Hickenlooper wanted to be asked and they did 
not getanywhere. I then took it over and thought that I could extract, 
by a different technique, answers to the questions that had not been 
given, and I was pretty successful. 

However, when we cited Mr. Browder for contempt for not answer- 
ing the questions of Senator Hickenlooper, it was Senator McCarthy 
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who asked us to call Browder who went down and appeared at his 
defense and helped him to get out of the contempt charges. 

Senator Monroney. Did you have any further questions / 

Senator Henpricxson. After counsel, I will. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Tydings, I show you from the record which is 
identified as exhibit 1— 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. And, Senator—— 

Mr. Typrnes. Now, what part of the record ? 

Mr. Becker. Just look at the record for a moment, and IT call your 
attention, say, to the first article, that is, “T'ydings sponsored Latti- 
more lectures on Soviet Russia.” 

Mr. Typines. Good, I see it. 

Mr. Becker. You never complained to this committee about that 
article, did you? 

Mr. Typines. No and yes. I said in my original statement that be- 
cause I did not want to take the time with all of these lies to pick out 
each one individually, that there were many others in the article that 
I had not complained about for lack of time. That, too. isa lie, 

I never sponsored any Lattimore lectures. Never saw Lattimore in 
my life. Never attended any of his lectures. 

So that is another lie that I did not bring out when I was on the 
stand. 

Mr. Becker. There was introduced in the record here some spon 
sorship of certain lectures. I do not want to take issue at this moment. 
[ just wanted to continue from the record. 

Mr. Trptnes. Yes. Well, I am saving it is a deliberate le that I 
ever sponsored any of Lattimore’s lectures. What I sponsored was a 
fund-raising campaign for Bryn Mawr without knowing what the 
program would be. They simply called me on the telephone. They 

said, “Will vou and Mrs. Tydings lend your name to the campaign to 
help Bryn Mawr College?” 

We said, “Why certainly. We can’t come—we can't attend what 
ever program you have, but if it will help you to do what you wani 
to do we will be delighted to le a our names to it. 

I had no more knowledge what the program was than you have of 
what the King of Abyssinia is doing this very moment. 

Mr. Brecker. Senator, let us look at the cartoon of From the 
Record. f 

Mr. Typines. Are you satisfied with that before we leave it; I 
mean, What you asked me about? Have I answered your question in 
full? 

Mr. Becker. You have answered my question, sir. 

Mr. Typines. Yes; all right. I want to make sure. Now what 
next ? 

Mr. Becker. Now there is a cartoon on the bottom of this page 
from the Cincinnati Enquirer. 

Mr. Typrves. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You did not complain about this cartoon ? 

Mr. Typrnes. I never complained about anything that is honest, 
and a cartoon is nothing more than a caricature of the artist’s con- 
ception of an event. If it is dishonest, I complain about it. 





1064 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Mr. Brecker. Senator, on page 2, From the Record, the caption 
“Nation’s press blasts Tydings, whitewashes probe” was a red herring, 
and so forth. 

Mr. Typrwas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Let us take a few samples of these editorials. 

Mr. Typrnes. I did not complain about that. That is a proper 
comment. I have never complained that people have a right to 
question my conduct. 

Mr. Becker. I know, but you said this entire—— 

Mr. Typines. What I am complaining about is the deliberate false- 
hoods. 

Mr. Becker. I know. 

Mr. 'Typines. That is entirely different. 

Mr. Becker. But you charge—you stated this from the tabloid was 
a tissue of lies. 

Mr. Typrnes. It is. 

Mr. Becker. I just want to take out some of the parts. 

Mr. Typines. It has got one or two little things in that somebody 
might think are reasonab ly true, but basically it is a tissue of lies. 

Mr. Becker. Let us see if this may be a lie, an editorial from the 
New York Herald Tribune. 

Mr. Typines. Do you want me to bring up a lot of editorials on 
the other side? I can put in probably 50 or 60 roasting the other 
side in this whole matter, but that does not make facts. I am talking 
about facts where I am deliberately charged with having held up 
arms for Korea which no man in the world can show to be a fact. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator—— 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. The New York Herald Tribune, for example, states, 
“The Tydings subcommittee has proceeded with a colossal incom- 
petence.” You did not complain to this committee about the editorial 
in that paper / 

Mr. Typines. I will answer your question now, Mr. Becker. I did 
not complain against any editorials published in any represent; spe 
papers in the country. They have a perfect right to criticize the con- 
duct of any public servant, whether they are right or whether they are 
wrong. What I complained about was the deliberate, manufactured 
lies that had no semblance of fact or proof to support them. 

Mr. Becker. Senator—— 

Mr. ‘Typines. And I am still complaining and I am going to keep 
on complaining, and this is not going to be the end of my complaint. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, Senator, with respect to the comments 
made by 15 or 16 or 18 papers that were used in From the Record, the 
issue was evident that it blasted the Tydings committee and charged 
it with doing certain things that they thought were improper, and I 
could go on and relate, for example, the Philadelphia Inquirer, the 
ineffective job—— 

Mr. Typrnes. I am glad you mentioned that, because I received a 
letter just 2 weeks ago from the owner of the Philadelphia Inquirer 
telling me what a serious thing he thought it was that I should be 
severed from public life, how much he had admired my record and 
my integrity during the time I had served here. 

So, if you want something from the Phiadelphia record and the 
committee will give me the time, I will be glad to bring the letter 
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down and put it in the record from the editor and publisher of the 
Philadelphia Inquirer, and I think that speaks more eloquently than 
the editorial which you mention. 

Mr. Becker. Senator, on page 25 of the record——— 

Mr. Typtnas. Page what / 

Mr. Becker. Page 25. 

Mr. Typrn@s. 25 ¢ 

Mr. Brecker. That was your testimony on February 20. 

Mr. Typincs. Well, I haven’t got the record here. 

Mr. Becker. I will just read it. You referred to the statement of 
an article that you mentioned just briefly a moment ago: * ‘I led my 
cominittee away from the Korean controversy’ is without a shred or 
a vestige or iota of truth.” 

Mr. Typrnes. Which article is that now? On page 1, column 4? 

Mr. Becker. Page 25. I will compare it with the other statement, 
Senator. 

Mr. McDerrmort. Here is a copy of the record. 

Mr. Typrnes. Can you identify it /—let me see it. All might, sir, go 
ahead. I think I can follow you. 

Mr. Broker. On page 2¢ 

Mr. Typinés. Yes: go a ad. 

Mr. Becker. It is in the article From the Record under “Tydings 
Committee Blamed for High Korean Casualties,” and there is a 
portion of that column that starts with “Tydings’ part in this trag- 
edy”—right in the fourth column. 

Mr. Typines. Here it is; right here. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Typings (reading) : 


Tydings Committee blamed for high Korean casualties.” 

Mr. Becker. Yes. And I am referring to a portion that starts— 
let me see, the fifth paragraph down. 

Mr. Typines. All right, one, two, three, four, five, yes. Tam with 
vou. What do you want to know about it ¢ 

Mr. Becker. You refer to this Korean controversy, and I think 
there is just a misstatement, if I read this correctly here, that there 
was not anything said in this article about that—let us see, take 
that from that paragraph on, all the way down to the word “house.” 

Mr. Typrnas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You will see that there is not anything that has 
reference to the Korean controversy at all, but it says, “A gigantic 
struggle for power broke out. 

Mr. Typincs. How is that? I did not catch the last. 

Mr. Becexer. I am reading from the article, Senator. 

Mr. ‘Typings. Yes; go ahead. 

Mr. Becker. And then it refers to the fact that during this time 
Tydings led this committee away from the raging controversy, and 
the prior two paragraphs refer to matters other than Korea, sir. 

Mr. TypinGs. Let me read them. All right. What do you want 
to know about it ¢ 

Mr. Becker. Now, now, do you see anything in those two para- 
graphs about the Korean controversy which you testified to; you 

said, “led my committee away from the Korean controversy,” and 
in the article, as I read it, it says, “The raging controversy,” refer- 
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ring to the two prior paragraphs, has to do with the unification of 
the armed services and various other questions. 

Mr. Typines. Well, now, let us read the whole article. Just see 
who is right about this and we will start up there under “MacArthur 
Saves the Day.” I suppose he saved the day out in Korea and not 
here in Washington. 

Only through the masterly strategy of General MacArthur and the last 
minute organization of our forces has this country been able to push the ag- 
gressors back across the thirty-eighth parallel. Latest figures show Maryland 
has paid for this grievous situation with a total of 348 casualties. Of this 
number, 45 have been killed, 192 wounded, 85 missing, 20 have been injured, 
and one Maryland boy taken prisoner. Tydings part in this tragedy— 
is that not the Korean War? 

Mr. Becker. Just read on, sir. 

Mr. Typines. Well, now, wait a minute. You asked me if it was not 
about the Korean War. I am saying it was about the Korean War. 

i have just finished reading it, and you said “Tydings’ part in this 
seaaatirt * is the next line. 

Mr. Becker. You refer to a quote, and if you go down further to 
the next to the last paragraph it refers, and the quote is “from the 
raging controversy.” 

Mr. ‘Typrnes. What controversy ? 

Senator Hennrnes. What is the question, Mr. Chairman / 

Mr. Typincs. I do not know what it is myself. 

Senator Hennings. I would like to find out before we get any fur- 
ther into this « ‘olloquy. It isa little hard to follow. 

Mr. Brecker. Senator, all I asked the Senator was one question. 
I only wanted to refer to his testimony on page 25 in which he quotes, 

“T led my committee away from the Korean controversy,” and it is in 
quotes. I just checked from the Record. And TI just wanted to see 
whether the quote should have been from the “raging controversy” 
rather than the “Korean controversy.” It is not material. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman and Mr. Becker, it was not my 
Intention to criticize the method of counsel’s examination, but IT would 
like to know whether there is any question to be answered by this 
witness before the committee at this time. 

Mr. Becker. The only one was as to whether or not the “raging 
controversy —and I am re oe to the three or four or five para- 
graphs in this column—and it is quite clear, as I read it, that they 
are referring to various questions, such as should the Navy i reduced, 
should funds be withheld from the Air Force, and so forth, and, last 
but not least, should the Marines be gobbled up or remain a striking 
force in their own right. I believe I will leave it to the committee as 
to whether that was referred to as the “raging controversy.” 

Mr. Typines. The committee—if you are asking me specifically 
about that—is that the question ? 

Mr. Becker. I will withdraw it. 

Senator Monroney. You are asking about Senator Tydings’ Armed 
Services Committee; is that right ? 

Mr. Becker. No; I was referring to the statement that he made 
on page 25 of the testimony, comparing it to the actual statement that 
appeared in From the Record. 

Mr. Chairman, may I continue? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 
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Mr. Becker. Senator Tydings, I show you a piece of literature. 

(The document was received and is on file with the committee as 
Exhibit 97.) 

Mr. Typines. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. I think you are acquainted with it. 

Mr. Typines. De ‘lighted to see it. Go-ahead. 

Mr. Becker. Your campaign committee issued this political liter- 
ature during the last campaign ? 

Mr. ‘Typines. That is right. And I do not deny it, neither do I 
extemporize with it by saving that this, that, or the other thing, and 
whine my-way out of it. 

Mr. Becker. In fact, Mr. Tydings, this pamphlet was put out 
with your full knowledge and consent ¢ 

Mr. Typinas. It certainly Was. 

Mr. Becker. And you had full knowledge of everything that is in 
there? 

Mr. Typtnes. I do not know as I had full knowledge of everything 
that isin here. It has been some time since it was put out, but it was 
prepared and [ approved it. It may not have been prepared in toto 
by me. It might have been prepared by some of my staff that L asked 
to furnish something, but I put it out and approved it and I stand 
behind it. 

Mr. Brecker. In fact. there is a copy of a letter therein received by 
you from Mr. J. Edgar Hoover. 

Mr. Typines. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Dated September 5, 1950. 

Mr. Typines. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Is there not ? 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And you furnished that letter to whoever prepared 
that pamphlet for the specific purpose of preparing the pamhiet ! ¢ 

Mr. Typrncs. | think that is correct, alth ough I do not recall it. 

Mr. Becker. Now, I call your attention to— 

Mr. Typines. No composite picture in this letter. 

Mr. Becker. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Typtnes. There is no composite picture in this letter. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, I call your attention to the following por 
tion of this piece of political literature— 

Mr. Typinas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker (continuing). Reading as follows: 

Senator McCarthy specifically charged that an investigation of certain speci- 
fied S81 loyalty files 

Mr. Typincs. Where is that—in the center ? 

Mr. Becker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Typines All right. Yes: I see it now. I have got it. 

Mr. Becker. I will start over again: follow me. 

Mr. Typines. Yes. 

Mr. Becker (reading) : 

Senator MeCarthy specifically charged that an investigation of certain speci- 
fied 81 loyalty files and records would prove his charges were true. 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes. 

Mr. Becker (reading) : 

The investigating committee consisting of three Democrats and two Republi- 
cans obtained the 81 files and records and examined them, 
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Mr. Typrnas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker (reading) : 

The committee stated it had not found evidence in the files to support Senator 
McCarthy’s charges. Senator McCarthy then said that the files were raped, 
rifled, or incomplete. 

Mr. Typrnes. That is right. 

Mr. Becker (reading) : 

The investigating committee asked the FBI to run down this new Senator 
McCarthy charge. So if you hear that the files and records examined by the 
investigating committee were raped, rifled, or incomplete, tell them the FBI 
says “No.” 

Mr. Typrnas. Yes. 

Mr. Brecker. Mr. Tydings, you are familiar with that statement ? 

Mr. Typines. I am. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator, you state that the investigating com- 
inittee asked the FBI to run down Senator McC arthy’s charge that 
the State Department files were raped, rifled, or incomplete? 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Was that by letter or by oral conversation calling 
someone up about this? 

Mr. Typrnes. I do not recall, but I would rather think it was by 
letter, but I could not be certain, but it was either by letter or by tele- 
phone call, or both. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, was the statement that the files were raped, 
riflled, or incomplete, was that made in any letter or statement by 
anyone from the Department of Justice or from Hoover’s Depart- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Typrnes. I think that was made by Senator McCarthy. It is 
my recollection it is this—my recollection is that Senator Me( Carthy 

said re peatedly that if he could just get hold of these files, the Presi- 
dent would only make them available, that the record would show 
that his charges had been abundantly sustained. 

Mr. Becker. Well, now- 

Mr. Typines. That is my recollection. And then after we got 
through with it and were about to—did get the files and had access 
to them, my recollection is that Senator McCarthy—and I do not 
attempt to quote his exact words—said the files had been raped or 
rifled or words to that effect. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator, let us go into the next statement. Here 
you say in this piece of political literature : 


So if you hear that the files and records - 


Mr. Typineas. Where is that: where is that, “So if you hear”—you 
are reading from the pamphlet or from my text ? 
Mr. Becker. From the pamphlet, Senator. It is right down near 
the end in the same paragraph. 
Typtnes. Yes: I have got it, I have got it* yes. 
Mr. Becker (reading) : 


So if you hear that the files and records examined by the investigating com- 
mittee were raped, rifled, or incomplete, tell them the FBI says, “No.” 

Mr. Typrnas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator, suppose you tell us or show us in any 
way you possibly can where the FBI says that the State Department 
files were not raped, rifled, or incomplete. 
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Mr. Typines. Yes. Let us put it this way, so that I may answer 
the question on not have you put the answers in my mouth. 

Mr. Becker. I do not want to do that, Senator. 

Mr. Typtnes. Let us do it this way. The FBI, whenever it makes 
a full field investigation, never stops until it runs down every clue con- 
nected with the matter that is pertinent. I think Mr. Hoover will tell 
you that. That is the technique of the FBI. When they make an in- 
vesigation, to make it thorough, and when it made it thorough they 
call it a full field investigation. 

Now, in this particular case you will find in the files that we ex- 
amined not only stuff that was dug up in the Department of State, 
but you will find that the FBI went into other departments, if any 
clues led there, and got statements from people wherever the in- 
vestigation led them. So that of the 40, I am quoting from memory— 
my figures are substantially correct, but they may not be meticulously 
correct, because I am quoting from memory—of the people design: ited 
by Senator McCarthy as subject for our examination there was I 
recall but 41 of the 81 still working in the department. And as of 
the time we examined those records the FBI had made full field in 
vestigations in 34 of those cases; in other words, they had not stopped 
until they had examined every clue reflecting upon the integrity of 
these people from a patriotic standpoint. 

Now it so happens, Mr. Becker, that of the five members of the com- 
mittee, myself as chairman, Senators Green and McMahon, Senators 
Hickenlooper and Lodge, that only three of us saw all of the files, be- 

cause the two Republican members of my committee did not read them 
all the way through for reasons they deemed suflicient. I am not re- 
flecting on them when I simply state this is the fact. 

Each time we went through a file, when we finished T asked each 
man to put the date when he read the file and to put his initials under 
it. Now, I do not think you will find it disputed that Senator Lodge 
only read 12 of the files, and Senator Lodge a read 9, so that—— 

Senator Monronry. Excuse me, you said Senator Lodge read 12 and 
Senator Lodge read 9. You mean what / 

Mr. Typtnes. Lodge read 12 and Hickenlooper read 9. Thank vou, 
Senator. 

Now myself and my two Democratic colleagues are the only people 
in the United States Senate that ever had seen those files. 

Mr. Becker. To go back to my question 

Mr. Typrnes. But to continue my answer, we who read them all 
the way through were charged with whitewashing, while my two emi- 
nen Republican colleagues, Senator Hickenlooper and Senator Lodge, 
who read 9 and 12 respectively, only, were never criticized a single 
jot or tittle for not having examined the files:‘that Senator McC arthy 
said would prove his case. 

That is an eloquent answer to who was doing the whitewashing. 

Mr. Becker. I want to go back to the question I originally asked 
you, please. 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes, sir; let us go back. 

Mr. Becker. Suppose—preferably show us where the FBI says that 
the State Department files were not raped, rifled, or incomplete. 

Mr. Typrnos. I never said that the State Department said that. 
Show it to me in the pamphlet. You are again trying to put words 
in my mouth. 
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Mr. Becker. Senator, let me read—— 

Mr. Typineés. Show it to me in the pamphlet where I ever said that. 

Mr. Becker (reading) : 

So if you hear that the files and records examined by the investigating com- 
mittee were raped, rifled, or incomplete, tell them the FBI says “No.” 

Is that in the political literature ? 

Mr. ‘Typrnes. I will tell you why that is said just that way. I will 
tell you why that is said just in that way, and if you will get the Con- 
gressional Record you will find it proved that Senator McCarthy 
claimed always that if the FBI material was available to the investi- 
gating committee it would prove his charges. 

Mr. Becker. Senator— 

Mr. ‘Typrnes. Wait a minute. I have not finished answering. 

Mr. Becker. I am sorry. 

Mr. ‘Typines. He said over and over again in the columns of the 
‘ess, on the floor of the Senate, “If the V will just let us get to the 
31 material you will find my charges are true.” Well, I asked the 
31 to go down and see if their material was all there. 

Now let us see what the FBI says: 


pl 
i] 
FI 


In response to your inquiry as to whether the FBI .reviewed the State De- 
partment personnel files that were under consideration by your committee for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether reports submitted by the FBI to the State 
Department were incorporated therein, this is to advise you that at the request 
of the Attorney General we did make such a check on July 13, 1950, and found 
that the State Department files were intact. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator- 

Mr. Typincs. Just a moment. | Reading:] 

As indicated in a letter from the Attorney General to you dated July 17, 1950. 
With best wishes and kind regards, sincerely yours, J, Edgar Hoover 

Now the purpose of that was that up until the time this letter came 
out Senator McCarthy had always said that the FBI material would 
prove his case. When he found we were going to come in without hav- 
ing proved his case by the FBI material, that is when he issued his 
statement. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator is that letter you just read—and I am 
quoting now that portion of it. Senator— 
that the reports submitted by the FBI to the State Department were incorpo- 
rated therein, 

Mr. Typincs. Yes 

Mr. Becker. In other words they are referring to “the reports 
mates by the FBI to the State Department were incorporated 
therein”; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Typrnes. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. They are only referring to their own reports that were 
in the State De ‘partment files. 

Mr. Typtnes. That is right, but do you not see, Mr. Becker—what 
vou do not know, never having seen the files, that the FBI runs down 
every clue and when they file a report, there may be a statement from 
aman inthe Navy Department with whom a man may have worked— 
you assume that all that the FBI has done is to go around on the 
outside—they have run down these clues in all of these departments 
wherever they made a full field investigation. 

Now if I may right here, in further answer to your question, at 
my request I asked the counsel for this committee to get from the 
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State Department a letter in answer to certain misstatements that 
have been made here which I will bring up shortly when you are 
through with me, but let me read this letter now. 


My Dear Mr. McDermorr 
that is the chief counsel of your committee— 


Your letter of March 31, 1951, asks whether the loyalty cases to which Senator 
Joseph McCarthy referred in a speech on the floor of the United States Senate 
on or about February 20, 1950 

that was the beginning of this whole thing— 


were the same cases of State Department employees which were previously 
considered by other congressional committees of the Eightieth Congress. 

In other words, to simplify what I have already read, was this the 
first time that a congressional committee had gone over these cases. 
I have stated it wrongly. The State Department was asked whether 
or not these cases had been examined by committees of Congress here- 
tofore. 

The answer to your question is “Yes.” There were 70 cases designated by 
number and not by name about which Senator McCarthy gave information in 
his Senate speech of February 20, 1950. Subsequently he gave to the investi 
gating committee 


for subpena purposes, I put that in myself, subpena purposes— 


a list of names covering the cases he had described when he spoke in the Senate. 
A meticulous check of this list of names shows that the 70 cases on which Sena- 
tor McCarthy gave identifying information on the floor of the Senate were the 
same cases which had been reviewed and considered by other congressional com 
mittees of the Eightieth Congress, 

Just a minute, I am reading the conclusion. 

You will recall that when the President ordered the loyalty files turned over 
to the Senate investigating committee he stated he was doing so because these 
eases had been previously examined by committees of the Eightieth Congress. 

Sincerely yours, 
CARLISLE H. HUMSELSINE, Deputy Under Secretary. 

(The document was received and is on file with the committee as 
exhibit 96.) 

Now I want to say this: I am not reflecting on the Eightieth Con- 
gress, I am simply stating a fact. The Eightieth Congress was con- 
trolled in both branches by the Republican Party. It was the Congress 
that was in being from 1947 to 1948. Seventy of these same cases were 
considered by committees of that Congress and nothing was done about 
it: but when my committee took charge of it and we did not do any- 
thing about it, for the first time the cry of whitewash was up. 

My question to you is, since you are reading these editorials, Why 
were not these other committees charged with whitewashing when 
they had the identical files in their hands in the preceding Congress ? 

Mr. Becker. I want to go back to my question. 

Mr. Typines. Yes; 1 would. 

Mr. Becker. With respect to the statement in the political literature 
about the FBI saying “no,” certain files being raped, rifled, or in- 
complete. 

Mr. Typrnas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Senator, is it not a fact that the FBI has specifically 
denied ever having made any such statement that the State Depart- 
ment files—now, I am referring to the State Department files—were 
not raped, rifled, or incomplete ¢ 
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Mr. Typrnes. And they have never made any statement that they 
were rifled or raped or incomplete. How about that? So where does 
that leave us ? 

Mr. Becker. Well, let us find out, Senator. 

Mr. Typrines. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Reading a letter of October 21, 1950, which was made 
public to the press—— 

Mr. Typrngs. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. (continuing.) It was written by Senator Brewster 
tothe Honorable J. Edgar Hoover. 

My. Typincs. I am familiar with it. 

Mr. Becker. And I want to read the letter for a moment. 


My Dear Mr. Hoover: Some confusion seems to have arisen as a result of a 
letter which you wrote to Senator Millard Tydings, of Maryland, under date of 
September 8, 1950. In order to clarify the exact facts of the matter, may I ask 
you if the following is a full and accurate statement of your position. 

(1) That the FBI prior to the investigation by Senator Tydings’ subcommittee 
had provided from time to time certain information for inclusion in the State 
Department personnel files? 

(2) That the FBI has kept a full and accurate record of the material thus 
furnished to the State Department? 

(3) That on July 18 at the request of the Attorney General the FBI made an 
examination of certain State Department personnel files then under examina- 
tion by the Tydings committee to determine whether the FBI material was still 
contained in those files? 

(4) That this investigation showed that all FBI records furnished to the 
State Department were with one minor exception still in the State Department 
personnel files, and insofar as the FBI contributions were concerned, the files 
were intact? 

(5) The FBI investigators did not then or have at any other time before or 
since examined the State Department personnel files to find out whether they 
were intact in their entirety; in other words, the FBI investigation did not 
concern itself with material that might be included in the State Department files 
from sources other than FBI. 

(6) That the FBI has at no time stated or intended to convey the thought 
that the State Department personne! files are intact in their entirety or, indeed, 
intact beyond the extent of the FBI's own material contained therein. 

Cordially yours, 
OWEN BREWSTER, 
United States Senator. 


Now, on October 23, so we will keep the context together, Mr. J. 
Edgar Hoover replied to Senator Brewster’s letter under date of 
October 23; and he said: 

I have received your letter of October 21, 1950, referring to an examination 
made by this Bureau of certain files of the State Department which have been 
under examination by the Tydings committee. 

It is noted you enumerate in your letter six statements. For your informa- 
tion the six statements which you listed reflect an accurate statement of the 
FBI action in connection with these files. 

With expressions of my highest esteem and best regards, 

Sincerely yours, 
J. EpGAR HOover. 

So, to keep the record clear, I will offer them in evidence. 

(The letters referred to were received in evidence and are contained 
in the files of the subcommittee. The Brewster to Hoover letter is 
Exhibit 94: The Hoover-Brewster letter is Exhibit 95.) 

Mr. Becker. You were aware of the correspondence between Sen- 
ator Brewster and Mr. Hoover, and the reply. 

Mr. Typines. I was, and I was also aware of the fact that Senator 
McCarthy always based his case on the fact that the FBI material 
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in the files would prove his cases to be correct. And it was only when 
we knew that after we had examined we were going to bring in a 
report that this charge had not been sustained, we heard for the first 
time that the files had been raped and we assumed then that when 
we got the FBI to go over their material, and show that their mate- 
rial was in the files, that Senator McCarthy would not run away from 
his original charge and drag in something else, but I had that experi- 
ence with him all the way along. 

Just as soon as you would prove one thing was incorrect, why, he 
would jump to something else like a hopping flea. 

Mr. Brecker. Now, Senator, you knew as late as October 24 that J. 
Edgar Hoover had in fact stated, and I am quoting it, 
that the FBI had at no time stated or intended to convey the thought— 

Mr. Typtnes. This deals, as I have already told you, Mr. Becker, 
with the FBI material in the files. 

Mr. Brecker. Now may I continue? 

Mr. Typrnes. If you will go back and listen to Senator McCarthy's 
speeches, both on the Senate floor and off of the Senate floor, he said 
from the very beginning—and [| will get the quotes and put them in 
here if you would like me to—that the FBI material in the files, if the Vv 
would only get that, would sustain his charges 

Mr. Becker. Well, now, Senator, may I jus ~t—-- 

Mr. Typrnes. I got it. It did not sustain his charges, and then he 
hollered about something else. 

Mr. Becker. May I finish my question ¢ 

Mr. Typines. Yes, sir; you may. 

Mr. Becker. You knew, Senator, that as late as October 24 that J. 
Edgar Hoover had in fact stated, and I am quoting now: 

The FBI has at no time stated or intended to convey the thought that the State 
Department personnel files are intact in their entirety or, indeed, intact beyond 
the extent of the FBI’s own material contained therein, 

Mr. Typ1ncs. Have you finished? 

Mr. Brecker. I say, you knew that as of October—— 

Mr. Typings. I say I have never said that the FBI said that the 
files were not rifled, raped, or whatever words they are; I have never 
said that. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator, is it not—— 

Mr. 'Typrnes. I have said that when you hear it, the FBI says 
“No.” And I put their = n letter in to substantiate it. 

Mr. Brecker. I know, Senator. Is the statement in this bit of politi- 

cal literature that you issued j inconsistent with the statement made by 
J. Edgar Hoover ? 

Mr. Typrnes. It could be interpreted that way, but as I tried to tell 
you on two or three times that Senator McCarthy, from the begin- 
ning told his fellow Senators and told the press that the FBI mater = 
in the files would prove his case. After we had gotten the files : 
great difficulty—after I had personally been to see the Pr saacen 
three times and finally had persuaded him to give us the files, and after 
we had gone over, then Senator McCarthy never said that other ma- 
terial other than the FBI material in the files would prove his case; 
he said that the FBI material would prove his case and consequently— 
just a moment, you want an answer—and consequently when I heard 
this charge of rifled, raped, and incomplete, I asked the FBI to go 
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down and check their material. They did so. It was after that that 
Senator McCarthy said there was some other material which he never 
exhibited which if that had been in the files would have proved his 
case. There has never been any evidence that it would have proved 
his case other than his own assertion. 

Mr. Becker. I know, Senator, I am still going back—— 

Mr. Typincs. We had the Owen Lattimore case which Senator 
McCarthy said he would stand or fall on. He would resign from 
the Senate if it was not true. We did not think we could get that 
file. I finally got it. And all of us sat down and heard Mr. Hoover 
read the summary of the 14 or 15 pages. And nobody to this day 
has ever said that the contents of that file proved Mr. Lattimore to 
be a Communist or disloyal, but Senator McCarthy did not resign. 
He did not stand or fall on that case. He went on to something else. 

That has been the technique all the way through. I like a man 
that stands and fights and not runs away from everything he asserts. 

Mr. Becker. I am still referring to the political literature. I 
think it is entitled “The Truth.” And the quotation— 

* * * so if you hear that the files and records examined by the investigating 
committee were raped, rifled, or incomplete, tell them the FBI says, “No.” 

Mr. Typines. That is true as to the FBI material. 

Mr. Becker. I would like to finish my question, sir. And the fact 
that you photostated a copy of J. E dgar Hoover’s baitiais) - 

Mr. Typrnas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker (continuing). To give the impression that the FBI 
examined all of the files and all of the material that anybody with 
authority had, that everything is in good shape. 

Mr. Typrnes. I do not know what impression it gives, Mr. Becker. 
I printed it, photostated it, just like it is, for everybody to draw their 
own conclusion. 

Now if you want to draw a different conclusion from what I draw, 
you are perfectly welcome to do it. 

Mr. Becker. Is it not fact, in the light of the letter 

Mr. Typrnes. But what point would there be, even if you were 
right? Would I be expelled from the Senate for improper conduct? 
Was I short in my election campaign funds? Did I use composite 
photographs ? Did I deny them after they were called to my atten- 
tion? Did I hire a man who was not a citizen of the State to handle 
my campaign funds? 

‘What would be the point, even if your argument was correct ? 

Senator Hennings. May the committee see that exhibit, please ? 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes. What would be the point? You can’t put me 
out of the Senate. Thank God, I am already out. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator, after you knew of the letters and they 
were released to the press and publicized, did you do anything with 
respect to either amending or withdrawing from circulation this 
pamphlet with respect to the information ? 

Mr. Typines. Mr. Becker, I consider that parphlet and I consider 
this letter absolutely honest and absolutely apropos. Senator Me- 
Carthy based his charges upon the fact that the FBI material in 
those files would prove his case. He said so repeatedly—and some of 
the older Senators who are here in this committee may remember— 
so that after we had examined it and the evidence didn’t prove his 
case, he then said the files had been rifled. 
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I asked the FBI to go down and get the stuff, which he said would 
prove his case, and the FBI said, “All our material is in the files.” 

Mr. Becker. Supposing we let the letters introduced in evidence 
and which you say you circulated—suppose we let them speak for 
themselves. 

Mr. Typines. I will and I wish you would. 

Mr. Becker. Senator, when you testified on February 20, it was 
your claim that this committee—you asserted, made the claim that 
a proceeding for criminal libel should be instituted. 

Mr. Typines. That is right. I still assert that, and I hope the 
committee will recommend it. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator, who is in charge of instituting pro 
ceedings for criminal libel / 

Mr. Typrnes. I couldn’t tell you and I don’t think that is pertinent 
to this inquiry. 

Mr. Becker. Would it be the United States attorney ? 

Mr. Typines. You are a lawver, Mr. Becker: you should know. 
You will have to get that yourself. 

Mr. Becker. You are a good member of the bar. 

Mr. Typtnes. Yes; but not quite as adroit as you are—more direct. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much. Senator, wouldn’t it be proper 
in the institution of any criminal proceedings that it be referred 
either to the State’s district attorney in Maryland or to the United 
States attorney ¢ 

Mr. Typines. I never give free legal advice to people who are not 
worthy of it. 

Mr. Becker. Now. are you unaware of the fact that the institution 
of proceedings in criminal libel would emanate with either the United 
States attorney's office or a State’s attorney’s oflice rather than this 
committee / 

Mr. Typines. If you will tell me what you are driving at, I will 
try to help you. 

Mr. Becker. I will try to in a minute, Senator, but I just want to 
know whether or not you are aware of the fact that if there is any 
criminal libel proceedings to be instituted, it would properly be in 
the hands of a State’s attorney general. 

Mr. Typines. I would assume that would be correct. I would as- 
sume a 6-year-old child would almost know that to be correct. 

Mr. Becker. Have you ever requested the United States attorney 
in Washington to bring criminal proceedings for criminal libel ? 

Mr. Typrnes. In this case ¢ 

Mr. Becker. Yes. 

Mr. Typrnes. No, but that doesn’t say I may not. 

Mr. Becker. Have you ever requested the State’s attorney in Mary- 
land to bring a criminal proceeding ¢ 

Mr. Typines. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Becker. Have you ever approached any authorities—— 

Mr. Typines. I am dealing with one thing at a time. We are only 
in the first phase of this battle now; we are not in the last phase yet. 

Mr. Becker. At any rate, Senator, you came to the Senate investi- 
gating committee and requested them to institute criminal libel 
proceedings. 

Mr. Typines. And I renew and reiterate that request here now and 
constantly, as often as I have a chance. 


S5670—51 69 
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Mr. Becker. You also know that the committee has no power to in- 
stitute such proceedings. 

Mr. Typines. They can recommend. That was my thought, and 
that was my suggestion. Just like they can recommend to the Mary- 
land State’s attorney that he take cognizance of the violation of the 
Maryiand law, and just so they recommend likewise to the United 
States district attorney that he take cognizance of the violation of 
the Federal law. 

Senator Henprickson. You, asa citizen, can make a complaint. 

Mr. Typrngs. I am not examining into the laws of the United States. 
I am not charged with enforcing the laws of the United States. This 
committee is the judge of the elections of its own members; I am not. 
I can have any opinion I want, but I can’t do anything about it. The 
law says the Senate shall be the judge of the quatific ations and the 
elections of its own members. That is in the Constitution. It is not 
my duty. I am not on the Elections Committee of the United States 
Senate. If I were, I know what I would do. 

Mr. Becker. Asa matter of fact, you know- 

Mr. Typines. Yes, I know. 

Mr. Brecker. That there isn’t any chance whatever of a criminal 
libel action bei ng sti irted with respect to comp nlaints like yours. 

Mr. Typrnes. Is that sof I am glad to have your opinion. Do 
vou want to bet on that ¢ 

Mr. Becker. Well, maybe I will take you up. 

Mr. fypines. Well, if you are so certain, | would like to know what 
odds you will give me. 

Senator Henprickson, Let’s not make a wager. 

Mr. Typrnes. I don’t see what that has to do with an election cam- 
paign, as to whether I want to bring a libel suit or not bring it. 

Mr. Becker. Senator, don’t you know that no criminal libel pro- 
ceeding has been brought in the District of Columbia for the last 50 
or 60 vears! 

Mr. Typines. No; and I don’t think there have been over three 
United States Senators ever expelled in the last 50 years, but there 
have been three, and there have been two suits brought in the District 
of Columbia in the last 50 years. We are about even-even, and have 
to play 10 innings to see who wins the game. 

Mr. Becker. Don’t you know no criminal libel action will be brought 
unless it involved “danger of serious harm to the public interest” 

Mr. ‘Typrnes. I think there is serious harm to the public interest 
here. I am not so callous as to be so insensitive to things I have de- 
scribed here as not being in the public interest. I am sorry other 
people are. 

Mr. Becker. Let’s go back to 1940 when you tried to get Robert 
Jackson, then Attorney General of the United States 

Mr. Typines. What is the proceeding? 

Mr. Becker. To bring a criminal libel proceeding before the dis- 
trict court. 

Mr. Typines. Yes, and I fought Robert Jackson on the floor of the 
Senate because he wouldn’t do his duty, just like I am fighting this 
case now, though I am only a citizen, for the same reason 

Mr. Becker. And the Federal authorities all refused to do any- 
thing 

Mr. Typrnes. And enjoying it. 
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Mr. Becker. And the Federal authorities all refused to do any such 
thing, didn’t they ¢ 

Mr. Typrncs. No, the State’s attorney and the district attorney 
wanted to bring the action : and told me to come down and appear before 
the grand jury. Ithink hisname was Mr. Curran. “You come down, 
Senator, you seem to be”—and I don’t quote him verbatim—*“you seem 
to be within the law and have a good case”; and when I sti arted down 
to ge before the grand jury, he showed me a letter from the Attor ney 
General saying, “Don’t bring this case before the grand jury,” and 
that is when I raised hell, to be perfectly frank about. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator—— 

Mr. Typines. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Didn't Attorney General Jackson— 

Mr. Typines. But I want to — a correction. Don’t tell me 
nobody was in favor of bringing this suit. Mr. Curran told me he 
would allow me to go before ie grand jury and thought I had a case. 
What I objected to was interference by the higher-ups, even though 
they were Democrats. 

Mr. Becker. In fact, didn’t Attorney General Jackson, now Su- 
preme Court Justice Jackson, read in your pres ence the following 
excerpt of a letter written by John Rogge to Mr. Curran 4 

Mr. Typrnes. What is the oe pose 

Mr. Beexer. I will show it is ae ant. May I say, Senator, that 
you asked—— 
~ Mr. Typrnes. This is cross-examination, but go ahead. Tam with 
you. Tam not objecting. 

Mr. Becker. May I proceed ¢ 

Senator Monronry. Counsel may continue. 

Mr. Becker. I am now reading the letter, from O. John Rogge, 
page 59 of the proceedings, hearings before the subcommittee of the 
Committee on the Judicyry of the United States Senate, seventy- 
seventh Congress, on nomination of Robert H. Jackson to be Asso- 
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court, and the hearings were held on 
June 21, 23, 27, and 30, 1941. 

Mr. Typines. Right. 

Mr. Becker. wR from page 59 and referring to a letter, whe 
was sent by Mr. John Rogge, Assistant Attorney General, to Mr. 
Curran—and I am referring to that part of the letter, and 1 rast read 
it to you: 

The high regard in which freedom of speech and press is held in this country 
has made the action of criminal libel a rarity. The Department regards the 
criminal prosecution of libel as warranted only when there is danger of serious 
harm to the public interest, outweighing the harm which may be done through 
inhibiting the free expression of honest belief 

Mr. Typines. Honest belief 

Mr. Becker (reading) : 

There appears to be no reason for singling out the instant case for criminal 
action. It differs in no important respect from the countless libel actions which 
are regularly tried in the civil court and which in large part become an expensive 
and cumbersome burden to the criminal court if public prosecution were to 
replace private suit. This latter remedy is open to the complainant. As a 
matter of policy, the Department is of the view that criminal action of libel 
should be reserved for cases of outstanding public importance. 


That letter was introduced in the record, sir, while you were present 
at that hearing. 
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Mr. Typtnas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. And you had knowledge of that letter. 

Mr. Typinés. Isn’t it odd that the Attorney General of the United 
States would have to write a letter to a United States district attorney 
about what his duties were in a particular case. Did that ever occur 
to you as being a rather odd proce edure, that he would have cogniz: uice 
of just a little case I had brought to the United States district court 
and that the great Attorney General would write down to him and 
say don’ dothis? Does that strike you as being somewhat in line with 
composite picture technique ¢ 

Mr. Brecker. Senator, didn’t Attorney General Jackson write you 
a letter dated June 11, 1940-—— 

Mr. Typines. I didn’t write him a letter. I went in his office, and 
he will remember it a long time. It was summertime, the doors were 
open, and in a right loud tone of voice I used some words I am a 
little sorry for, but I think Mr. Jackson understands what my estima- 
tion of him was on that particular day. Most of the people within 
two corridors distant remember it, I think. 

Mr. Becker. Now, Senator, in that letter which he wrote you on 
June 11, 1940, and referring to the same provisions of the criminal 
code which you referred to, the then Attorney General stated this: 

The very breath of these proceedings would justify innumerable cases if the 
criminal processes were to be invoked in the cases of all violations. Yet this 
criminal section of the District of Columbia Code has not been used for substan- 
tially a generation to punish the publisher of libel. 

The then attorney general wrote you. 

Mr. Typines. I think he did. I don’t remember the words, but 
think that is right. 

By the way, would you send out and get a copy of the District of 
Columbia Code? I would like to comment on it in answer to your 
question. Would you do that for me? . 

Mr. Becker. Surely. And didn’t Attorney Ge sneral Jackson testify 
in your presence—and I am reading from page 5¢/—— 

Mr. Typrncs. Read what I said about him. 

Mr. Becker. Yes: I know that. 

The criminal libel statute has not been used for many years and my reasons 
for not invoking it at that time are set forth in the letter which the Senator has 
read. 

Mr. Typrnes. That is right. It is good to know, Mr. Becker, that 
you and those for whom you evidently speak are not exercised about 
this law, which is an act of Congress. In other words, you admit 
it is an act of Congress but it is never going to be employed. That 
is a wonderful commentary on the wisdom of the Congress of the 
United States. They see fit to pass a law but you say it shall never 
be enforced. 

Mr. Becker. Senator, I am reading what the Attorney General of 
the United States told you 10 years ago when you wanted him to en- 
force a criminal libel proceeding to indict Drew Pearson. 

Mr. Typrncs. What I attacked the Attorney General for wasn’t what 
you assume, Mr. Becker. Wait just a minute. What I attacked the 
Attorney General for was the interference with the district attorney, 
who was ready to employ the law of = Congress. 

That is a different matter entirely from “what your philosophy is 
exhibiting. My complaint against Mr. Jackson was that it wasn’t 
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up to him to tell a United States district attorney what he should 
and should not do in criminal cases, and that was interference of the 
very kind that we have had so much publicity about here in the last 
3or4months. They call it the fix. 

Mr. Becker. But, Senator, in 1940 and 1941—— 

Mr. Typines. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You knew what the policy ot the Government was 
with respect to the provisions of the law known as the criminal libel 
law. 

Mr. Trpincs. No, I didn’t know what the policy of the Government 
was and don’t now. 

Mr. Becker. I have read to you letters from the Attorney General 
and statements he made before the committee. 

Mr. Typincs. That is not the policy of the Government. 
his own opinion, 

Mr. Becker. Now, by the way, you have indicated and stated that 
the tabloid From the Record is a tissue of lies. Is that right ¢ 

Mr. Typines. What is that / 

Mr. Bre KER, From the Reeord, this tabloid. Irom the Record 

Mr. Typinas. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. Is a tissue of lies. 

Mr. Typines. Is what ? 

Mr. Becker. Is a tissue of lies. 

Mr. Typines. It was a tissue of hes, and let me point out that righ’ 
under From the Record by the testimony of your own witnesses, 
was authorized by the Young Democrats for Butler—Edward B. Free 
man, Chairman: John B. Purnell, treasurer. 

What did they testify before the committee / They testified they 
had never seen it. and one of them said he had nothing to do w th 
authorizing it. What would you say then of a publicat on which 
sponsors had never seen’ Would you say it was a tissue of lies o 
would you say it was authentic / 

What, before vou leave it, have you to say of the fact t 
which we had to examine had already been examined by four com 
mittees of the Republican controlled Kiehtieth Congress before M 
Carthy ever appeared on the scene and not one of them was hauled up 

s being a Communist or a disloyal American ¢ 

Mr. Becker. Well, as a matter of fact 

Mr. TYDINGs. How Wad people 1h) Maryland or the COUNTLS know 
that’ Know that these are just warmed-over biscuits that had already 
been handled by four committees ot the preceding Congress, which 
was dominated by the opposition party. 

And yet when they did nothing about it. nobody said whitewash, 
but because it was election year and I was up, why, then it becomes 
a Whitewash when I go over the same old plowed ground all over 
avoain. 

Mr. Becker. As a matter of fact, Senator, when you were com 
plaining about the Attorney General, Attorney General Jackson, 
vour complaint was that the subject matter in 1940 was also a tissue 
of lies, and Iam reading from page 61 of the record. 

Mr. Typincs. That is correct, end I will tell you what the tissue 
of lies was. It was asserted 

Mr. Becker. You used the phrase, “a tissue of lies.” 


hat the cases 
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Mr. Typines. It was asserted I had used WPA funds—Work Pro- 
duction Administration funds—to build a road on my private prop- 
erty. 

There never was a dollar of Government money spent on my prop- 
erty in its history. That was put out the week before election because 
I had not been an advocate of free spending, I thought some of the 
spending was unwise and had criticized it. So it was said, “Look, he 
criticizes the promiscuous use of Government money to spend, yet 
he built a road on his own private property with Government funds.” 

They charged me with malfeasance of office, using public moneys 
for my own aggrandizement, and I went into the court properly and 
I should have gotten the bird who did it indicted, and he should have 
been tried and convicted and if they had indicted him, that is what 
would have happened. 

<a Becker. Now 

Typines. Now what? 

Mr. Beoker. Attorney General Jackson didn’t prosecute anyone 
on the charges you made. 

Mr. Tro1e s. Attorney General Jackson doesn’t have the author- 
ity of the Congress of the United States. The Congress—where is 
that te somebody was, going to get—the Congress of the United 
States says persons who indulge in criminal libel shall be considered 

s having committed a crime, and there have been indictments and 
convictions under it right here in the District of Columbia, and you 
know it as well as I do, and I want to read them to you as soon as 
I get the code. 

Mr. Becker. Senator, in the charges that you referred to as being 


a tissue of lies—and you mentioned some things concerning it— 
you felt that in 1940 you were grossly libeled by Drew Pearson. 

Mr. Typrnes. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And—— 


Mr. Typines. I didn’t know we were examining the 1940 election 


year. 
~ Mr. Becker. Except that you urged criminal libel proceedings be 
brought. 

Mr Typineés. You bet. When anybody hits at me with a lie, why, 
Iam pretty apt to respond. I am not one of those phlegmatic people 
that take those sort of things lyi Ing down. 

Mr. Becker. I see that in the record at page 57, when Justice Jack- 
son testified—and I suppose it had to do with the interview in his 
office—and he said: 

Senator Tydings told me if I did not institute prosecution, he would attack me, 
and I have kept my word and he has kept his word. 

Mr. Typines. That is right. I didn’t go behind his back. I told 
him what I thought about it right to his face. 

Mr. Becker. You are also aware of what Mr. Rogge, then Assistant 
Attorney General—— 

Mr. Typines. I don’t care, Mr. Rogge or Mr. “Bogge”—I would tell 
him the same as I told Mr. Jackson, if he had done the same thing, and 
I would tell you. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, It seems to me we are all getting 
pretty far afield in a discursive disquisition about what Attorney 
General Jackson may have done in 1940 and what Senator Tydings 
may have said to somebody else about this, that, or the other thing. 
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If we are going to do that, we are going to be here the rest of the 
week, and I, for one, believe, Mr. Chairman, that we should get on with 
this inquiry and get into the matters that are germane to it. It looks 
to me as if we are deteriorating into an argumentative discussion of 
what the law might have been or ea have been and of the Gov- 
ernment’s policy, what it should or should not have been, without 
suggesting that either the witness or counsel are entirely upon high 
ground as to any of their opinions. 

This is opinion testimony for the most part. Why don’t we get 
into the facts and undertake to confine this examination, this inquiry, 
into the facts relating to the subject matter / 

Senator Monroney. The Chair feels that the Senator from Mis- 
sourl’s suggestion is certainly well founded and we would like as 
much as possible, without restricting in any way the rights of the 
minority counsel to develop his facts, to stay to the question at inquiry, 
which is the Maryland election case and the question of criminal libel 
will be up to a decision of this committee in executive session finally 
to consider and to take whatever action it deems wise at that point. 

Mr. Becker. No further questions, Senator. 

Senator Monronry. Do you concur ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes; very much. 

Senator Smira. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith. 

Senator SmirH. Senator Tydings, when did you first meet Mr. Louis 
Tried ? 

Mr. Typines. My recollection is that the first time I met Mr. Fried 
was when he came in my office in company with Mr. Becker, Mr. 
Becker’s brother, Mr. Friedenberg—— 

Senator Smirn. You don’t mean Mr. Becker. Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Typrnes. Mr. Fedder. My recollection is that the first time I 
met Mr. Fried was when he came to my oilice with Mr. Fedder, Mr. 
Fedder’s brother, Mr. Friedenberg, Mr. Fried himself, and in the 
presence of Mr. McDermott and a Mr. Aultman, I think his name 
was, Mr. Aultman, two of your investigators—I may have seen him 
before, I may have talked to him before, but I can’t remember that I 
ever had any other contact with him prior to that date. 

Senator Smiryu. What was that date, Senator? 

Mr. Typines. You can tell by the time that the investigators who 
took down the story fixed the date on their written interview. I 
frankly don’t remember it. 

Senator Monroney. I believe Mr. McDermott was there. 

Mr. ‘T'yprnes. He was there. 

Senator Monroney. Can you supply the committee with the date? 

Mr. McDermorr. I do not have the file with me. I believe the date 
was December 19. 

Senator Henprickxson. That is correct. 

Mr. Typines. It was before I left the Senate, because it took place 
in my office. 

Senator Smrru. Have you ever had any commercial or business 
dealings with any one of the three—Mr. Fried, Mr. Friedenberg, or 
Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. Typines. Any commercial or business dealings ? 

Senator Smirn. Yes. 

Mr. Typines. No, not in the slightest way. 
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Senator Smirn. And had you met Mr. Fedder before / 

Mr. ‘Typines. Never had seen him in my life until he walked into 
my office, and he walked in in the presence of these two investigators. 

Senator Smiru. Senator, who suggested that conference, do you 
remember ¢ 

Mr. Typines. Mr. Charles Friedenberg, a man that I have known 
for a long while. They used to have in the old days, and I think they 
still have, in Baltimore a club known as the Northwestern Democratic 
Club. I think I first met Mr. Friedenberg there, and that acquaint- 
ance, When I was in the House of Representatives way back in 1924 or 
1925, has been a friendly one through the years. I don’t see him often, 
but occasionally | see him and chat with him, or he writes me about 
something. 

What was your question, Senator ¢ 

Senator Smirn. I asked who made the arrangements for the con- 
ference. 

Mr. Typincs. Yes. He called me on. the telephone—I may not have 
this with great particularity, but I am giving you my best recollec- 
tion—I think he called me on the telephone and told me he had come 
across some very important information and he wanted to apprise me 
of it. Whether he came over to my office and gave me a brief account 
of what Mr. Fedder would allegedly say or just how it was that we 
had the meeting, I don’t now recall. 

I do know this: That I immediately notified, I think first, Mr. 
Aultman and then Mr. McDermott of the circumstance and asked 
them to be present so that when Mr. Fedder came, assuming he would 

say what I had been briefly told he would say, they could take it down. 

I hope that answers your question. 

Senator Smrru. Senator, did you know before that meeting any- 
thing about Mr. Fedder’s story on the midnight ride ¢ 

Mr. Typines. Yes, I think I had—well, not a complete story, but 
a sort of synopsis of what he would say. Whether it was Mr. Frieden- 
berg that told me—TI may have seen Mr. Fried, I have no recollection of 
it, | may have even seen him, but I don’t think I did. He may have 
given me something. 

My recollection is Mr. Friedenberg was the man who gave me the 
synopsis, and I said, “Bring the man over and let the investigators 
get the story.” That is my recollection. 

Senator Smirn. Will you just think for a moment about whether 
you knew Mr. Fried be fore that day. 

Mr. Typrnes. I don’t think I ever heard tell of him or saw him 
before that day. 

Senator Smiru. When was the next meeting after that December 19 
meeting with this same group ? 

Mr. Typinas. Well, the Fedders, I don’t believe I ever saw them 
again after that. I am practically certain I never saw Mr. Fedder 
but the one time. I could be mistaken but I don’t think I am. 

That was the only time that I have even seen, I believe, Mr. Fedder 
in my life to know him, and T probably wouldn’t know him now very 
well if he would come in in a crowd. 

The next time after that—let’s see, that was December. 

Senator Smriru. December 19. 

Mr. Typrnas. I may have seen Mr. Fried after that. I know I 











saw him once and I may have seen him twice, but I only have a 
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distinct recollection of having seen him once, but I could probably 
have seen him twice because I was moving, Senator, and I had 28 years 
of files and records to get out of this place, and I found that they were 
up in the attic, and the thing of going through, I think, 400 filing cases 
of closely packed documents of 28 years of work was a terrific ordeal, 
and in the midst of that L was trying to further this investigation 
wherever I could. 

So I might have seen Mr. Fried twice, but I think only once after 
that until he showed up in this investigation. 

Senator Smiru. Can you recall when that other time or times were ? 

Mr. Typines. I saw him for sure that I know one time very briefly 
when Mr. Friedenberg came over to talk with me about business, and 
he had some business matter of his with the Government, and he 
asked me if I could help him. I told him I doubted if I could. And 
with him was Mr. Fried, and I had a very brief conversation with 
Mr. Fried that day. 

Senator Smiru. When was that ? 

Mr. Typineés. I don’t know, but it was after I had gotten out of the 
Senate. 

Senator Smiru. It was after the Ist of January ? 

Mr. Typines. 1 am pretty sure it was: pretty sure it was. 

Senator Smiru. Did Mr. Fried or anyone else give you anything 
from Mr. Fried’s investigative nettle 

Mr. ‘Typincs. Give me what? 

Senator Smiru. Give you anything of the investigation reports of 
Mr. Fried when you were preparing your statement that you came in 
to us with. 

In other words, did you have the benefit of any of Mr. Fried’s find 
ings and his report as made ¢ 

Mr. Typtnes. What was the date when I made that statement? 
February 20, wasn't it? Yes. 

Senator Smrru. February 20. 

Mr. Typines. | couldn't answer, but to the best of mi recollection, 
if Mr. Fried gave me anything, it was fragmentary rather than any 
thing conclusive. I don’t know whether I understand your question 
completely. 

Senator Sarru. What I would like to know, Senator—I think per 
haps you would understand—is whether you were informed in any 
way, shape, or manner as to the contents of Mr. Fried’s findings or 
report. to this committee as an investigator for the committee. 

Mr, Typines. Not while Mr. Fried—while Mr. Fried was an in 
vestigator he never gave me, so far as I know, directly or indirectly, 
any information concerning your work. 

Does that answer your questions 4 

Senator Smiru. Yes; that answers my question. 

Mr. Typtncs. As a matter of fact, Mr. Fried and T purposely 
avoided each other for the simple reason that I didn’t think it was 
proper for me to have any particular contact with Mr. Fried. There 
wouldn't have been anything wrong with it, but IT was handicapped 
because I didn’t know exactly to whom to turn over the leads, and I 
had to employ some people out of my own pocket because every time 
I attempted to do something, a certain newspaper here immediately 
put a wicked interpretation on it; so I got some pretty good informa- 
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tion as a result of my own employment, which I haven’t completed 
yet. 

Senator Smirn. Do you recall when you recommended Mr. Fried 
to—— 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes, I do. Mr. Fried—when was he employed? If 
you tell me, I think I can piecee—— 

Senator Henprickson. January 4. 

Mr. Typrnes. January 4. Well, if Mr. Fried was employed Jan- 
uary 4, then I would have to tell you that prior to his employment he 
probably gave me some leads that I might have had in my statement, 
although I don’t recall it. 

Senator Smrrn. As I understand it, he did not become an investi- 
gator until January 4, and my — was: After he became an 
investigator, did he give you the benefit of any of his findings? 

Mr. Typines. No; not that I can recall, and the only time I saw 
him, so far as I can remember, was the time Mr. Friedenberg was 
present. We spoke briefly about the case, but I don’t believe we 
discussed it more than about 3 minutes. 

Senator Sairu. When and to whom was the recommendation made 
that he be made an investigator for the committee / 

Mr. Typines. When Mr. Fried came over with Mr. Fedder, the 
time Mr. McDermott and Mr. Aultman took down Mr. Fedder’s state- 
ment, Mr. Fried, I was told, had a place of business near Mr. Fedder, 
and that Mr. Fried had been the man who had learned of the Fedder 
midnight ride and hold told Mr. Friedenberg, who had told me. 

So I began to look at Mr. Fried and I asked—either Mr. Fried 
volunteered or I asked him—TI think he volunteered that he had had 
investigative experience in New York, I think it was with Mayor 
LaGuardia, I think he said, and I think he said with WPA 

At that time the committee had either, I think, two investigators— 
they were investigating New York, they were investigating in Phila- 
de ‘Iphis 1, I think they were investigating in one of the Western States, 
I don’t know which, and in Maryland. 

Well, I was having difliculty getting somebody—people would say, 
“You ought to do this,” or “See that”—getting somebody to run it 
down. 

I called Senator Gillette on the telephone, it is my recollection, 
and I said, “Senator, I am having a little trouble getting investiga- 
tors to run down leads that come down to me about lnproprieties 
in the Maryland campaign.” “Well,” he said, “maybe there are not 
enough investigators.” He said, “Do you know a good man?” I 
said, “Yes; I believe I know an excellent man. He has had investi- 
gative experience. I think he has had 6 or 8 or 10 years of it, and 
he i impresses me as being a very good investigator.” ‘He said, “Send 
him over,” or something of that sort. 

So I sent him up; and the first thing I know, Mr. Fried was em- 
ployed, and that is the way he got employed. 

Senator Smiru. Do you know which one of the meetings with Mr. 
Fried you talked to him about that ? 

Mr. Typrnes. If he was employed on the 4th of January, it is per- 
fectly possible I saw Mr. Fried between the time that he was in my 
office with Mr. McDermott and the time he was appointed, because 
otherwise I wouldn’t have done it. So there was a time in there when 
I saw him that I don’t recall. 
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Senator Smith, of New Jersey, was pressing me to get out of the 
office, and I had all of these boxes and things to take out, and my mind 
doesn’t remember all the little details of whom I saw and didn’t see 
at the time so clearly. 

Senator Smirn. It was probably before you left the Senate, then; 
wasn’t it ¢ 

Mr. ‘Typrncs. I would think so. I think it was, Senator. 

Senator Smirn. Have you ever seen a copy of that midnight state- 
ment that we have been t: alking about that Fedder — 

Mr. Typines. It was taken—I never saw a copy of it, but it was 
taken by Mr. McDermott and Mr. McAuliff in my sectiaoes it was 
done in my office. Let me give you the picture. Mir. Mc Dermott 
is here and can correct me if lam wrong. My recollection is we were 
seated, | know Mr. MeAulitf—Mr. Aultman and Mr. MeDermott were 
seated to my right, 1 was behind my desk, these men walked in. I 
think that was the first time I had ever seen Fried, it was the first 
time I had ever seen Fedder, and Mr. Fedder’s brother, and Mr. 
Friedenberg; so that statement, all of it, 1 think, was prepared by 

McDermott and Mr. Aultman, and they both wrote it and Mr. 
Fedder testified. Whether I saw it or not, I don’t recall. 

Senator Smiru. I was referring to the statement that Mr. Fedder 
signed on that midnight ride, telling about the postal card project. 

Mr. ‘TyptneGs. I couldn't answer, Senator. I don’t remember. | 
might have seen it. 

Senator SmirnH. You don’t remember seeing it? It was a two-sheet 
statement. 

Mr. Typinas. I know he described the statement and how he signed 
it and all in his statement, but whether he had the thing he actually 
signed, I don’t recall I have ever seen it. Maybe I have. 

Senator Smirn. You didn’t have it to use in preparing your state- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Typrncs. No; and let me emphasize, because while I was away 
for 3 weeks during the conduct of this hearing and haven’t read all 
the testimony, I want to say now that I have never talked with Mr. 
Fedder in my life, except in the presence of Mr. McDermott and Mr. 
Aultman, so far as I know. 

Senator SmirH. Have you talked with Mr. Fried since you returned 
from Eurepe? 

Mr. Typtnes. Yes, I have. I have only talked with him, however, 
since he left the committee, which I consider I am perfectly at liberty 
to do. 

Senator Smiru. You didn’t have any telephone conversations or 
personal conversations witit him while he was with the committee after 
returning from Europe? 

Mr. Typrines. I might have. I have no recollection. I might have 
called him. I did talk to Mr. Fedder on the nk emg! once. I called 
Mr. Fedder and told him this. I said, “Mr. Fedder, I am having an 
awful time getting copies of From the Record, they seem to be disap- 
pearing now that it has come out in the papers. If you can lay your 
hands on 50 or 100 of them, will you save them for me?” 

He said he would. That is the only additional time I can recall 
ever talking to Mr. Fedder. 

Senator Smrru. Did you ever get them? 
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Mr. Typincs. In time. That is what happened. Mr. Fried brought 
them over, and that is the time I talked to Senator Gillette. It comes 
back to my mind. He brought these over, and while he was in my 
oflice I talked to Senator Gillette on the telephone, as I recall, and that 
was the second time I had seen Mr. Fried. 

Senator Smirn. Was that in your Washington Senate office / 

Mr. Typrnes. That was in my senatorial office. 

Senator Surrn. Now, Senator, you have been accused by a witness 
appearing before this committee of possible subornation of perjury, 
of possib ly having induced Mr. Fedder to give perjured testimony. 

Mr. Typrnes. Yes. 

Senator SmrrH. Have you at any time, directly or indirectly, or 
through any representative, told or suggested to Mr. Fedder what his 
sworn testimony to this committee should be ¢ 

Mr. Typines. I have never at any time, directly or indirectly, in 
any manner, shape, or form, through an intermediary, by direct con- 
tact with Mr, I icles, through any implementation that human inge- 
nuity might conceive, ever suggested to Mr. Fedder that he say or not 

say any particular thing in connection with this statement. 

In addition to that, so far as I know, I have never seen Mr. Fedder 
in my life, except in the company of the investigators, and I have 
never talked with him except at that time, and I think once on the 
te lep yhone whe 2 I asked him to get these copies for mie. 

Senator SmirH. Now, Senator, have you ever induced or attempted 
to induce Mr. Fedder to commit perjury / 

Mr. Typincs. On my solmen and sacred word of honor—I know 
that isa proper question no. 

Senator Smrru. Now, Senator, is it your contention that the tabloid 
From the Record caused your defeat and the election of Senator 
Butler / 

Mr. Typrnes. Ask me that again. 

Senator Smirnu. Is it your contention that the tabloid From the 
Record caused your defeat and the election of Senator Butler / 

Mr. Typines. At the time the election took place, if you had asked 
me that question, I probably would have said I doubt it. LT think it 
Was a contributing factor. 

Since the election and I have come in contact with a great many 
people, some of them have been good enough, Senator Smith, to write 
me letters and tell me that they voted against me and are very sorry 
they did, that they had been taken for a ride, so to speak, through 
these misre presentations. 

So I can't help but feel that to answer your question would be a 
field of wide speculation, but that it had a terrific influence there is 
no doubt in my mind. 

Senator Smiru. When did you change your mind as to the effect 
of it ¢ 

Mr. Typtnes. When I began to hear more about—— 

Senator Smiru. When would that be, Senator ?¢ 

Mr. Typines. Well, I don’t think it took place just like that, but I 
would say after I got out of office and this investigation began to 
get in the press a little, friends of mine would stop in and see me and 
write me letters and call me. I suppose I have, Senator Smith, 3,000 
or 4,000 of the most beautiful letters a man ever got in his life. I 
would be glad to show them to the committee if they would like to see 
them. 
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Senator Smiru. Would you care to tell us to what degree you felt 
the tabloid affected the election ? 

Mr. Typines. That would be difficult for me to tell you. I have 
never reflected on it. I want to be honest about this. One of the 
greatest contributing factors, Senator Smith, in our poor ere in 
Maryland is the fact that the Democratic candidate for governor, 
Governor Lane, was beaten by about 94,000 votes. 

[tis normal procedure in Maryland when we elect a Republican gov- 
ernor, generally the men who run for attorney general and comptroller 
and things of that sort run almost normal or slightly below normal; 
but in this particular case the whole ticket was aflectéd. 

I myself ran 50,000 votes ahead of the governor, so | wouldn't want 
you to feel that this was the only thing that contributed to the showing 
of the Democrats in Maryland in 1950. That would not be true. But 
what I do want to say is when you get something going down hill, as 
was the case with the head of our ticket in Maryland, every httle 
pound you throw on makes it go awfully much faster: and, therefore, 
when they had an apathy toward Governor Lane presented as head 
of the ticket, and we alw: ays run the gubernatorial candidate as the 
head of the ticket—it hurts us all. 

The attorney general won by 225,000 four years ago, and my reco] 
lection is this year, after making a splendid record, he only won by 
10,000, The sales tax was a big issue, and e ‘verybody that hi ad nothine 
to do with it suffered along with those who did. 

All of these things and the Fulton Lewis thing, which hasn’t been 
welt On Mr. Lewis 1) the last ld a: ays dle vote «| e yoht of his speeches 
to making what I consider to be colip letely po sitical talks, and I 
asked for time to answer, it was denied me. I did vel a little. And 


just to illustrate, 1 read a letter- you will find in the filed copies of 
Mr. Lewis's broadeasts. you will find that the statement I have ] st 
read from the State Department is in large measure denied to be ac 
curate, although Mr, Lewis never saw any of these records, how he 
would know whether they were accurate or not, I don’t know, but I 
asserted over and over again toward the end that, as I did in this little 
pamphlet Mr. Becker is mentioning, that these cases had been gone 


over by four separate committees before I got hold of them. 

Mr. Lewis takes issue with that. as you will find, right in the closing 
days’ of the campaign, and IT don’t think any of you have had the 
chance to read the eight speeches Mr. Lewis made in the last 15 days 
of the campaign. 

There were a lot of people listening to those at that particular time 
because, unfortunately, | made the mistake of taking issue with him, 
and I gave him an audience. If I had kept quiet, he wouldn't have 
had the audience. The minute I took issue with him there were people 
ready to listen because you are always attracted to a fight. 

However, that is my nature. I would rather fight directly than 
obliquely. I would do it again even if it caused me to lose the election. 
I don’t like deceit even in myself. 

Senator Smirn. As I understand, you have had no opportunity to 
reply to the tabloid. 

Mr. Typines. Or to Lewis. 

Senator Smrrnu. Did you not make a broadcast answering the 
tabloid and didn’t you make a public explanation on the tabloid be 
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fore election day, and weren’t these speeches and statements carried 
in the press? 

Mr. ‘Typrnes. No; very little, Senator. You can see for yourself. 
For example, let me give you the picture that existed then. In the 
first part of November, just before the election, which was on the 7th 
of November, the war in Korea started to go the other way. The 
Chinese were coming over the Yalu River, et cetera. 

Now, just at that time these by the hundreds of thousands appear in 
the home mail boxes of Maryland. They even came to my own farm, 
And a man or a woman, with the retreat going on and the Chinese 
starting to come down for that drive, picks this up and reads it on the 
front page: 

Tydings group held up arms. One of the fundamental reasons for our early 
failures in the Korean War is being charged to the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee headed by Senator Tydings of Maryland. Last year Congress appro- 
priated $87,300,000 to arm the South Koreans. The money was authorized in 
two bills. One set aside $75 million to furnish planes, tanks, antitank guns, 
rifles and ammunition, any part of which could be used in Korea. The second 
bill earmarked $100,300,000 for Korea alone. A check-up reveals that only $200 
of this money was spent before the North Koreans attacked. It was spent for 
bailing wire. The Armed Services Committee did not use its power to see that 
the money was used in time to prevent the debacle in Korea. 


Now I don’t know whether you recall it, but this charge was orig- 
inally made by-Senator McCarthy, and while I was in the Senate I 
put in the Congressional Record a long list of rifles, mortars, ammuni- 
tion, artillery, tanks, trucks, weapons of all kinds that had gone to 
Korea, and that was what the South Koreans were fighting with. I 
had nothing to do with how the stuff got there any more than you did, 
Senator. But here I am charged with holding up arms. There is no 
proof given that I held up any arms. It is just stated in the heading. 
I never held up a single bullet. You know how I stood on the floor of 
the Senate time after time and begged and pleaded and fought and 
died for the wind-tunnel bill, for the guided-missile bill, for the anti- 
submarine bill, and my good friend, Senator Hendrickson there, very 
properly was always asking questions: Was this a wise expenditure / 

The Senator would know how I would get out of patience at times 
trying to get this legislation through time and time again. 

Senator Henprickson. I recall I was trying to watch the dollar. 

Mr. Typines. And I give you credit—when he and Senator Schioep- 
pel were asking me questions about each of these bills, and I was there 
every day fighting for these arms. Nobody in Congress fought harder 
for them. 1 eople picked these up and saw Mr. Tydings held up the 
arms for our boys over there. 

Senator Smrrn. That is not exactly correct, that you did not have 
an opportunity to answer the tabloid. You may not have had suftici- 
ent opportunity, but you did make a broadcast or a telecast. 

Mr. Typineés. I couldn’t do it because under our election program 
in Maryland you campaign the counties first. You go in all the coun- 
ties and don’t come to Baltimore. The last week or 10 days is reserved 
for Baltimore. Now, over half the people in Maryland live in Balti- 
more. And so you get 8, 10, and 15 meetings a day. 
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Now, there are women’s clubs and men’s clubs and everything else 
all day long. Your radio time is already bought. I couldn’t get any 
more to answer, frankly. 

Senator Smiru. Pardon me. You did have at least one opportunity, 
did you not, to go into the tabloid ¢ 

Mr. Typincs. No. Only very briefly, only very briefly, to denounce 
it and to say that it wasn’t true and point out the composite picture, 
because you can’t argue, Senator Smith, on the radio 15 or 20 false 
articles. You can’t do it in 15 minutes. The people get so confused 
that they don’t know what you are talking about. 

So 1 would pick out—I would pick out things that couldn’t be 
denied, like the composite picture. 

Now, let me show you this skulduggery of this crowd, and Mr. 
Smith, who testified before this very committee—let me show you what 
he did. 

Here is a picture of handsome William Remington, and under it it 
says: 

A Commerce Department official who worked closely with the State Department. 
Former Commie spy, Elizabeth Bentley told the House committee he was the top 
Red agent. Senator Tydings’ whitewash committee reiused to take eyidence 
against him and ordered him kept on the Commerce Department payroll. He is 
awaiting trial for perjury for denying he was a Communist. 

Now the point is Mr. Smith, who is now Senator Butler’s leeislative 
assistant, knows, as every member of this commitee knows, that Wil- 
liam Remington never worked 1 minute for the State Department. 
And we know my jurisdiction and that of my committee was confined 
exclusively to those who worked or had worked for the State Depart- 
ment. Here is a man that had nothing to do with the State Depart- 
ment. 

Let me give you this. Now, when Mr. Smith comes on the stand, 
let me show you how he still hangs on to this remnant of a lie even 
in the face of this fact. Here is what he says. Let me give you this. 
It won’t take but a minute. I have read you the caption, now here 
is Smith at page 872 of the record. Here is what he says: 

It is true that the Tydings committee did not send an official order to keep 
Remington on the Commerce Department pay roll. 

That is Smith, the man who prepared this. But what does he say 
in the pamphlet? He says: 

Tydings committee refused to take evidence and ordered him kept on the pay 
roll. 

But when he comes before your committee he says he is wrong. 
But that doesn’t do me any good. Here is a man whose name was in 
all the papers of America right at the time of the election, who has 
since been convicted of perjury. 

We had no more jurisdiction to inquire into Remington than you 
had to inquire into Italy. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, at this point I wish the committee 
might insert in its record copy of the resolution setting up the Tydings 
investigating committee that has been referred to in these hearings. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, that is so ordered. 
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(The document referred to above is as follows:) 
REPORT 
[Pursuant to S. Res. 231] 


INTRODUCTION 


”) 


On February 22, 1950, the Senate adopted Resolution 231, as follows: 


“Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations or any duly author- 
ized subcommittees thereof, is authorized and directed to conduct a full and com- 
plete study and investigation as to whether persons who are disloyal to the United 
States are or have been employed by the Department of State. The committee 
shall report to the Senate at the earliest practicable date the results of its investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it may deem desirable, and if said 
recommendations are to include formal charges of disloyalty against any individ 
ual, then the committee, before making said recommendations, shall give said 
individual open hearings for the purpose of taking evidence or testimony on said 
charges. In the conduct of this study and investigation, the committee is directed 
to procure, by subpena, and examine the complete loyalty and employment files 
and records of all the Government employees in the Department of State and such 
other agencies against whom charges have been heard.” 

Senator Smrru. I have one more question. 

Mr. Typinas. Yes. 

Senator ee Pa has been some conjecture about the letter 
you recently sent to Mr. Biffle. Did you mean that letter, did you 
mean by that letter to file a complaint for contest of the election ? 

Mr. Typrnes. I think I had better give you the history of that 
letter, so you have it completely. 

| have been—the first day that we had our hearings you recall that 

hen I was about to te stify, Senator Butler arose and objet ted to the 
wea ‘eedings and said the Senate had no jurisdiction and demanded 
to know what the charges were, and all those things. The committee 
then went into executive session, and then they came back and over- 
ruled Mr. Butler and I began to testify. 

Subsequent to that in the press there was the statement that he 
would like to know what the charges are, what is it all about? And 
I read it and read it and read it ascoming from Mr. Butler. Ithought 
L had given him 20 or 14 pages of pretty good charges, and some ‘body 
called to my attention—I prefer not to say who—said you ought to 
do this formally, you have only come be fore the committee. You 
should file formal charges of your complaint with the Senate. 

And so, upon that advice, I wrote the letter which is in keeping with 
the custom of the Senate when you complain against election con- 
tests. Nothing more or less than what I thought was to make it 
formal because somebody said you just g° in there and testify, that 
doesn’t count. And also to apprise Mr. Butler and the others of what 
my complaints were formally because he said he didn’t know what 
the complaints were. 

Now— 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennings. Did I understand you to say, Senator Tydings, 
when you complained against an election contest ¢ 

Mr. Typrnes. Forgive me. I want to correct that. Complained 
against the conduct of an election is what I meant. 

Senator Henninos. I didn’t think you meant complain against the 


contest. 
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Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. Do I understand that you do mean by that letter 
that you have filed a complaint now with Mr. Biffle ¢ 

Mr. Typineés. I repeat what I said on the day I came before you, 
on the 20th. I neither ask nor recommend any particular action. I 
said in my original statement that I thought that this commitee and 
the Senate was perfectly competent to pass on it. All I was there for 
was to present the facts as 1 saw them for the consideration of the 
committee. IT am neither making any recommendation or any re- 
quest or doing anything except what is openly stated in all my testi 
mony. 

Senator Smiru. You are not contesting the election of Senator 
Butler ¢ 

Mr. ‘Typrncs. I am laying the facts before the committee for such 
action as they want. Iam not asking that I be seated, if that is what 
you mean. 

Senator Smirnu. You are not contesting it ? 

Mr. Typinas. If I were contesting it, Senator Smith, and he went 
out, I would go in. I am not contesting the election in that sense of 
the word. Iam protesting the illegal action of this, just like we pro- 
tested in the case of Vare and Smith. Neither of those cases had any 
thing to do with seating their opponents. Those men were expelled 
from the Senate because they had violated, flagrantly, the law. 

Senator Smiru. Thank you. 

Mr. Typines. Thank you, Senator Smith. 

Senator Henprickson. Senator Tydings, I don’t have to tell you 
I have always had a great deal of respect for your judgment and the 
way you think things through usually. And right immediately— 

Mr. Typines. I could have used you on the 7th of last November. 

Senator Henprickson. Right immediately following the election 
you gave a statement to U.S. News, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Typines. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. And in that statement weren't you asked 
the question: What do you think was the basic reason for the outcome 
of your case, Senator ¢ 

Mr. Typines. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. And to that you replied, and I quote : 

The basie reason, in my judgment, was that the primary campaign for the gov 
ernorship was so bitter that it demoralized the Democratic Party aud brough 
on a Situation that has no parallel in Maryland politics 


Mr. Typincs. That is correct. 

Senator Henprickson. Continuing your quote: 

Where the party was split completely down the middle. The fact that I ran 
about 50,000 votes better than the Governor did indicate what I am trying to 
say, that the demoralization over the whole State was due to the gubernatorial 
primary, and that couldn't have been helped. I think that is the principal factor 
Everybody was a victim of it because even the attorney general, who would nor 
mally win by a hundred thousand or more, won only by 20,000 


Mr. Typinas. I don’t remember the vote. 
Senator HenpricKson (continuing) : 


and there was no real fight on that office in the sense that there was in any of the 
others. It affected everybody. 


You made that statement ? 


8H670—51 70 
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Mr. Typines. I made that statement, Senator, and let me say 
that—— 

Senator Henprickson. You went on—— 

Mr. Typincs. Let me finish, will you please ? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, gladly. 

Mr. Typrnes. I made that statement then, and I think it is an aceu- 
rate statement now, and I think I have made it in substance over again 
today, but my contention in appearing here, whether I would have won 
or lost has nothing to do with the case. In other words, you may say 
that a man who spends a million dollars to get elected and spends it 
illegally would have won anyhow if he hadn’t spent it, but that has 
nothing to do with what is at issue. 

Senator Hrenprickson. What I am trying to find out is how im- 
portant this tabloid was in this election. I realize that there are many 
things you said about it with which I agree wholeheartedly, but in the 
light of this statement I am sure it was given after very considered 
judgment 

Senator Hennines. May I ask Senator Hendrickson the date of 
that statement / 

Senator Henprickson. This date was November 17 issue of U 
News. 

Senator Henntnas. Is there a date indicating the date upon which 
the interview was held? 

Senator Henprickson. I am afraid it isn’t in there. 

Mr. Typines. About a week after the election. As I said before, 
Senator Hendrickson, at the time I made that statement, to be per- 
fectly fair about it and honest, I didn’t have any comprehension of 
the widespread skulduggery deceit and fraud which has since 
peen laid bare before this committee. I didn’t know that thousands 
and tens of thousands of dollars had been received principally from 
outside the State of Maryland and spent that hadn’t been accounted 
for. 

I didn’t know that tens of thousands of dollars of bills had been 
contracted by Mr. Butler and his organization and not accounted for, 
as required by law. 

[ didn’t know there were 500,000 of these From the Record tabloids 
that had been sent out, I didn’t know how many. I didn’t learn that 
until probably 3 or 4 weeks after that statement was made. 

I didn’t know that Mr. Jonkel had been handling these checks per- 
sonally though he wasn’t a citizen of the State of Maryland and 
wasn’t the financial agent. 

I didn’t know any of those things. And quite frankly my contest 
stems from the fact that as I began to see what was going on in the 
State—— 

Senator Henprickson. You use the word “contest” again. 

Mr. Typrnes. I am contesting the fairness of this election. That 
is the sense and I am contesting the legality ef this election, and not 
one witness before this committee has dared to s: ay that it was a legal 
election. He can’t. He knows the law was violated. He knows it 
was violated surreptitiously, he knows that the exposure came only 
after one of the investigators had dug it up and laid it bare before this 
committee. He knows that came 3 or 4 months after the record 
should have been filed. 
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Senator Henprickson. Senator, that leads me to a question which 
you can answer. You will bring me a lot of comfort if you answer 
it the way I think it should be answered. 

You talk about the investigator and his investigation. That was 
Mr. Fried? 

Mr. 'Typrnes. He was the man I believe that dug it up. 

Senator Henprickson. When Mr. Fried was before this commit- 
tee, in all sincerity I asked him some questions about his employment. 
[ was very sincere when I asked these questions, as I am now with you. 

Mr. Typrnes. Go ahead. 

Senator Henpricxson. And I will just read these colloquies and 
let you make your observation : 

Senator HeENpricKson. Now, Mr. Fried, it is quite evident, since I have 


known you, that you are a man of very positive views 
Mr. Friep. Yes, sir. 


[think we will allagree. He iscorrect. [Continuing:| 


Senator Henprickson. And a man of very deep feeling 

Mr. Frrep. I would say so, sir. 

Senator HeNprickson. And a man of deep conviction 

Mr. Friep. I would say so, sir. 

Senator HENDRICKSON. And about this whole matter, and particularly about 
Willie Pedder, as you call him, you have a very intensive feeling, isn't that right? 

Mr. Friep. I would say that is right, sir. 

Senator HeNprickson. All right. Now, in the light of that very intensive 
feeling, and these deep convictions that you have, and having gone forth and 
made a preinvestigation of this whole thing, completely on your own, did it 
ever occur to you that when you went to Senator Tydings, and Senator Tydir 
had offered you a position as an investigator 


os 


Senator Typines. I never offered it. 
Senator Henprickson. That is the way I stated it here 


is an investigator to the senatorial committee, to investigate this whole matter, 
did it never occur to you that your position as investigator might be 
inbarrassing to the very committee you were investigating for’? 

Mr. Friep. Yes, sir, it did, after I was appointed it absolutely did, and I have 
had much discussion with my wife and myself on the subject. 


very 


[ must frankly say, Senator, that I have been concerned about that 
perjury matters. I want to read a brief statement and ask the com- 
ll about that, and I just wonder how you feel now about the position 
the committee finds itself in in respect to this phase of our investi 
ration. 

Mr. Typines. Did you want me to answer that / 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Mr. Typtnes. I don’t see a bit of wrong, Senator Hendrickson, in 
my recomme nding to you or anybody else a person to become an inves- 
igator who has experience, who has a good reputation, and who by 
your own finding has been thoroughly honorable, has been thoroughly 
eflicient, and really dug up most of the evidence before you, and he is 
the first man that was fired. 

Now, as long as we are on the subject-——— 

Senator Henprickson. Senator, let me answer that. He wasn’t 
ired, 

Mr. Typrnas. I don’t mean fired, but he was laid off. 

Senator Henprickson. It ought to be stated for the record in this 
proceeding that Mr. Frrep was never let out because of anything, any 
part he played in this investigation, 
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Mr. Typines. Has it become a crime for me to recommend a man to 
any investigating committee where I have—— 

Senator Henprickson. No, Senator, there are a lot of things that 
aren't crimes 

Mr. Typinas. Is it improper ¢ 

Senator Henprickson (continuing). But develop ethical questions 
which are sometimes worse. 

Mr. Typines. Now, while we are on that subject let me get around 
to Mr. Surine, who has been one of the witnesses here and has figured 
in some of the purjury matters. I want to read a brief statement and 
ask the committee if they won't follow this suggestion which I am 
about to make. I know the committee has diligently 

Senator Henprickson. I would like the record to show this isn’t 
responsive to any question I have asked. 

Mr. Typines. This is the petition of the witness to call a witness 
who will sustain his point of view, inasmuch as Senator Smith has 
asked me something about subornation of purjury and perjury, | 
would like to have this statement asked from Mr. Surine. 

Senator Henprickson. I am not objecting. 

Senator Monroney. Could the committee see the statement before 

is read ¢ 

Mr. Typrnes. IT am making an entreaty. I am entitled to ask- 

Senator Monronry. Yes, but we want nothing that is not germane 

‘matters of fact. We have received testimony and I believe Senator 
Smith’ s question was to elicit from you, which you promptly gave the 
committee in most affirmative fashion, that you had had nothing to 
do with Witness Fedder and that will go into the record and will be 
material evidence in regard to it. 

Mr. Typines. Let me read this because 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Henninas. I don’t know what is contained in the paper 
or document the witness is about to read to the committee. I would 
suggest that the committee be permitted to examine it if it contains 
subject matter which is undertaken to be drawn to the attention of 
this committee for the purpose of examining another witness, unless 
the material referred to by Senator Tydings relates to matters of his 
own knowledge. In other words, direct evidence and, further, con- 
taims direct evidence which is germane to the matter presently under 
consideration. 

In other words, I believe it would be improper for this committee 
at this time—lI may be entirely wrong, I don’t know whether the other 
members of the committee will agree with me or not—for Senator 
Tydings to read into the record certain matters relating to other wit 
nesses unless the matter is before the committee in some fashion. 

Would the Senator object to the committee’s seeing: 

Mr. Typines. Senator, I have nothing like that. What I was about 
to do, without doing it, and I am not going to take advantage 

Senator Hennines. We are trying to hold this within some bounds. 
We go so far afield, we would be here the rest of the yea 

Mr. Typrxes. Let me : say this to the chairman and ae of the 
committee: That as I followed the testimony, at one point Mr. Moore 
wanted to know if Mr. Fedder hadn’t committed perjury and if I 
hadn’t suborned him. 
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1 took that smear in the press because it was nothing but a charge, 
there wasn't a single fact, there wasn’t a single thing to sup port it, but 
I took the smear just the same, I know the technique of smearing 
from the witness stand as practiced by certain people. 

Now I am asking this committee, inasmuch as I was charged 
that group that took Mr. Fedder that night in their automobile 
Baltimore, I am asking this committee if they won't send and get a 
ease that is in the United States court called the United States v. 
Weber, it was tried in Baltimore in the United States court there not 
long ago, and Mr. Don Surine was one of the main figures in that 
case, and shortly after that case, I believe he severed his 
connection with the FBI, of which he had previously been 
a member—was severed—and 1 believe he testified he resigned from 
the FBI, and I think when Mr. Surine comes on, he and the FBI ought 
to be interviewed as to whether he did resign or not. 

Senator Hennings. Just a minute, please, Senator Tydings. I as- 
sume that your declaration indicates that you postulate the committee 
has no information whatever upon which to predicate any* questions. 

Mr. Typines. No; I am going to say this, Senator, and I see—you 
are absolutely right, | nit let me Say I have something in iy possession 
that the committee doesn't have. 

Senator Hennings. 1 am sure, Senator Tydings, being a distin 
guished lawyer and an able one, you will recognize that it might be of 
more value to this committee to have such information as the Sena 
tor may be able to give us prior to the interrogation of the witness 
than it will be for the Senator at this time to disclose what he wants 
the committee to ask the witness. 

Mr. Typines. Well, let me say IT am not going to disclose what I 
want the committee to ask the witness. That isn’t my point. Tam ask 
ing you to get a case. [Tam asking you to look at the case and ask 
Mr. Surine why he is no lon wer a member of the FBI and whether 
or not his testimony that he resigned voluntarily and all that is accu 
rate, by getting the FBI themselves to come up here and do it. 

i woul 1 like to make available to the committee the signed state 
ment of the victim in this ease; it was a white-slavery case. 

Senator Monroney. | am sorry, Senator, but we are trying to con 
fine ourselves to the issues in the Maryland election case, Phe use 
of this hearing to bring in extraneous matters not connected with 
the facts material to the Maryland case is not what we intend to do. 
| believe the committee is rather unanimous in that opinion. We do 
not wish to overlook any material fact connected with any previous 
testimony by anyone, but we certainly want to limit this to a decent 
boundary of the Mar vland election contest. 

Mr. Typines. I appreciate that. Let me say this to the members 
of the committee. It is always proper, particularly where a man 
charges through an associate the integrity or the veracity of another 
person, to show that the person and those he associates with are people 
of not good character themselves. 

Senator HENNINGs. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator HENNiNGs. May I ask Senator Tydings whether he has any 
objection to giving the committee the information which he is now 
undertaking to testify concerning ? 

Mr. Typinas. I will be glad to give it tothe committee. 
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Senator Henninos. Either in executive session—— 

Mr. ‘Typines. If you will send—— 

Senator HENNINGs (continuing). Or at some other time. 

Mr. Typines. If you will send your counsel to my office, I will give 
it to him this afternoon, because I have it there in signed form. If the 
committee counsel will come to my office this afternoon, I will give him 
a copy and exhibit the original. I don’t want the original to get out 
of my possession, but I will exhibit the original and give him a copy. 

Senator Hennineos. Will the Senator under those circumstances be 
content to refrain from further exposition in this matter / 

Mr. 'Typings. Yes. 

Senator HENNINGs. In the aid of the committee and in the interest 
of keeping these hearings, insofar as we can, within bounds. 

Mr. Typincs. There is no higher court to appeal to, but I take an 
exception here to the committee’s findings, but all in good form. 1 
think it is perfectly proper where our own integrity has s been attacked 
to show the character of the people who make sucha charge. That was 
ny purpose. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. I want to ask you one or two questions about 
your original statement, the one you submitted. 

Mr. Typrnes. My original statement was an understatement. If I 
were making it today, I would say that everything I said is true plus 
the fact that in my judgment this was a very determining letter in the 
outcome of the whole election plus the lies of Lewis and plus one 
thing I have not been interrogated about, and if I may do it now, I 
would like to do it, and that is the statement of the Sunday Baltimore 
American ad, about which Mrs. Berndt testified before this committee 
on December 5, and I want to show you how far off the beam Mrs. 
Berndt was when she testified here. And you can authenticate this 
by the official documents of the Senate investigating—of my com 
mittee. They are all written out. Here it is. 

Senator Henpricxson. What is this relevant to particularly ? 

Mr. Typines. I testified you had Mrs. Berndt over here for a day 
testifying about it. Am I to be denied the right to show her testi- 
mony was in error? 

Senator Henprickson. Oh, no; if you can. 

Mr. Typines. I can, and you won’t question it is in error when I 
read this to you. Let me get this. Here it is. 

“The committee gave considerable time to Mrs. Berndt”— 
[5-e-r-n-d-t—“who states she was in large part the author of the 
November 5, 1950, Baltimore Sun-2 \ merican campaign ad.” 

That was a full-page ad 2 days before election. The first big lie 
it contained was carried in heavy, black print: 

Kepublican counsel was never allowed to question witnesses, 


When I appeared before, I exhibited to the committee the official 
records of every word taken in testimony,,and I read page after page 
after page after page from the official record of where Mr. Robert 
Morris, the Republican counsel, had examined many, many, many 
witnesses; and yet there appeared this whitewash smear in the Balti- 
more American in a full page, 200,000 or more circulation, the Sun- 
day before election that I had denied the Republican counsel the right 
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to interrogate witnesses in the McCarthy hearing, which was a com- 
plete, deliberate, and without-a-scintilla-of-fact-to- support-it lie. 

Now you have got the official records here, they are in the library. 
You will find that there are 85 closely printed pages of Mr. Robert 
Morris’ interrogation of witness after eee 

fam coming to Mrs. Berndt again in a minute. Eighty-seven full- 
size pages—I ask the committee to get those records and establish in 
your final report whether Mrs. Berndt was telling the truth or whether 
lam and whether the November 5 ad was true or false. 

Don’t you think that had an effect when over 200,000 homes got 
this statement that I wouldn't allow the Republican counsel to examine 
a Witness when it was completely false 

Likewise the ad claims in heavy, black print: 

Republican counsel was never allowed in executive sessions. 


I showed the committee when I first came before them—here is my 
original statement—let me get this. I am very anxious for the com 
mittee to see it. Here. There you are. There are the pages and 
pages and pages and pages, I read them out in a monotone when I 
first appeared. 

Senator Henprickson. I recall distinctly. 

Mr. Typtnes. Mrs. Berndt was never asked when she appeared, 
“How do you justify your statement with the official record which 
shows Republican counsel did examine all these witnesses?” She 
testified for a whole day and made headlines with her testimony, when 
here was the record that proved what she was saying wasn’t true. 

Let me read it again. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to interrupt the 
witness. 

Mr. Typines. I want to read it. 

Senator Henprickson. We have all this testimony before us. 

Mr. Typines. That is all right. Nobody took Mrs. Berndt to task 
about this. 

Senator Monroney. If the Senator will read the record, he will find 
she was questioned on that point and admitted on the stand that she 
had learned that later in the hearings, after the first so many days, that 
the Republican counsel had been allowed to question witnesses, 

Mr. Typrnes. That is true, Senator. You are partly right, but you 
are not completely right. If you will allow me to point out in a 
minute, Mrs. Berndt said—her statement was all right but it should 
have had an asterisk, and I will read what she said. There should 
have been an asterisk which shows that the counsel—it was true as of 
March 8, up to a certain point in May. What she neglected to state 
was that the committee didn’t have either Democratic or Republican 
counsel up to that time. 

The very first meeting that the Democratic counsel ever showed up 
at was the 20th of April. I hadn’t appointed any counsel, so obviously 
we didn’t have any counsel of any kind up till then, but when we did 
have counsel, Mr. Morris attended the executive sessions, 8 out of 10 of 
them, as I recall, and Mr. Morgan, the Democratic counsel, attended 
the sessions, and both of them examined all the witnesses, and a 
this ad went in the Baltimore American in a full page on November $ 
2 days before the election, first that they weren't allowed in the com- 
mittee room to examine the witnesses and second, they hadn't done it, 
which was a complete tissue of lies. There wasn’t a word of truth in it. 
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In addition to that, in that same ad it was said that we were given 
a list of 34 witnesses to be called. We weren't given any kind of list. 
You can open your testimony, you can open your four volumes of 
testimony—that was a lie. We were asked to investigate the case of 
Mr. Geiger, who worked for ECA and not for the State Department. 

That is the type of stuff that went on all the time. And never once 
did they say that four committees of the Republican-controlled 
Eightieth Congress had been over these same cases and hadn’t shown 
any of them to be Communists or disloyal—four committees ; but when 
my committee went over them for the fifth time and didn’t find any- 
thing, we were whitewashers. 

They know I am telling the truth. They ran like rats when I ap- 
peared here because this money hadn’t been shown up, all of these 
lies—they couldn't get away from this composite, the Remington pic- 
tere has been exploded even by Smith’s own testimony; even Mrs. 
Berndt now comes and says she is mistaken. But what rood does that 
do? It doesn't do any 2X ood now. 

I say they won the election on a campaign of lies, deliberately con- 
ceived and maliciously done, and the perpetrators in and out of the 
Senate know it. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. I just wanted to ask about the preparation 
of your original statement. 

Mr. Typines. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. I assume it was prepared in your own law 
office. 

Mr. Typincs. It was prepared in my own office and in 214 hours of 
dictation. I never revised it. 

Senator Henprickson. Did vou have any help in the preparation of 
It ¢ 

Mr. Typinas. No, sir; I wrote out a lot of notes and I called in two 
stenographers and exhausted one and then picked up the other one. It 
was all the time I had to give to it. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you make widespread distribution of 
this statement ? 

Mr. Typines. What ? 

Senator Henprickson. Did you issue the statement to the public? 

Mr. Typines. Not until the committee had it. 

Senator Henprickson. Then what did you do with 

Mr. Typines. What I have a right to do with it, and which is not 
any matter for the committee. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, I think it might be interesting to the 
committee to know what vou did with it. 

Mr. Typines. I don’t consider that is within the realm of this inves- 
tigation. What I did with the statement was my own private business 
and has nothing to do with the election in Maryland. 

But, to answer your question, I sent it to the people of Maryland; 
and, thank God, it stands up as true. Nobody has been able to deny 
the statements it contains. It has made a whole lot of difference in the 
thinking of people over there since. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you send that out? Did you use post- 
age? 
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Mr. Typines. No; I mailed it on my frank. I have the right to send 
out for 6 months after I leave the Senate any Government matter at all 
or write any letter I want. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, Senator. 

Mr. Typincs. But I paid for it myself. It cost me $250 to get it 
mimeographed, and | would be able to have a refund: and all of these 
hearings I am getting I am paying for myself, and Tam paying for my 
own Investigators. I am paying for my own investigators because I 
couldn't get e ough to investigate all the leads I had. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I have this copy of the 
News marked for the record / 

Senator Monroney. It is already in the record. 

Senator Henprickson. I thought it was. 

Mr. ‘Typines. I am still here, gentlemen. Do you want anything 
further ¢ j 

Senator Henprickson. I have one question if I can find a note here 

I have no more questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith / 

Senator Smirnu. I have just two questions, Mr. Chairman, that I 
would like to ask at this time. 

Senator Tydings, have you any recommendations for legislation to 
cover these matters ¢ 

Mr. Typinas. I have. 

Senator Smirxe. Will you submit them to the committee 

Mr. Typines. | will be delighted to. | hope you won't press ie TO 
do that too quickly because LT mav have to go away again for a few 
days, but I will try to get them to Mr. McDermott in the next 2 weeks. 

Senator Smirx. Can you tell us at this time how you would outlaw 
composite pictures such as that in the tabloid / 

Mr. Typrnes. I think I could generally. I would simply make it 
an offense where photograp yas were taken out of their real context. 

Senator Monroney. Would vou nee that only to campaigns, po- 
litical campaigns, or would you make it a matter for Nation-wide—— 

Mr. Typincs. Senator. this is a Saumaey. The only thing that 
the citizen has is a ballot. It is the most precious gift of all the gifts 
that are handed down to a citizen by our Constitution. ‘That is the 
sole means of putting people in office to govern him. ‘That is the sole 
means of throw Ing out bad men, That is the sole means of putting 
In eood men. 

It is his one means of protest every 2 or 4 years from President, 
Senator, Congressman, andsoon. If you: aio I am not talking 
about freedom of ee which I thoroughly believe in—but if vou 
allow men to get up in a crowded theater and yell “Fire.” and kill 

\ lot of people in the st: impede and then have the man come in and 
say, “That was just exercising my right of free speech,” this Republic 
is done. 

Every safeguard ought to be thrown around the casting of a ballot 
and the information on which it is cast. without infringement on free 
speech and freedom of the press, which you ladies and gentlemen can 
devise. That is the thing that is going to save democracy in the end. 

If people can put out false, vicious, malicious propaganda that has 
no element of truth in it, and get away with it and influence elections, 
why. then. there is no use having fought Hitler because Goebbels made 
the propaganda that did that in Germany. There is no use trying 





1100 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


Tokyo Rose or Lord Haw Haw over in Britain for telling lies an 
influencing the people. 

You ladies and gentlemen here have an opportunity. I say that 
the greatest foundation of all of our institutions for the perpetuatio 
of democracy is an honest ballot box and the compulsion that if 
man who aspires to the high office of United States Senator delibe: 
ately stoops or lends himself to a campaign of deceit and fraud prac 
ticed on the voters of the State, he is unworthy to wear the toga o 
United States Senator; and if you condone that, mark me, it wil 
grow. 

You are in a mass-production age now, and if you condone that, 
you may, sitting here 5 or 4 or 2 years from now, as I said before. 
you will be saying, as I am saying now, “There, but for the grac: 
of God, go 1.” It will happen to you, and that is a pretty poor way 
to run a country upon whom the world looks for leadership. 

You have got to give to the people who are casting that vote eve a 
protection that they get, as near as you can do it without infringing 
on a free press and free speech, the truth. 

I maintain they got nothing but lies. I have proved it. I hav 
proved Mrs. Berndt was wrong by her own statements; I have proved 
that Mr. Smith was wrong by his own statement in reference to 
Remington; I have proved Mr. Butler was wrong because when | 
called it to his attention, instead of being manly, as a man who runs 
for the Senate should be, and say, “I won’t countenance this kind ot! 
skulduggery and deceit,” he said, “Senator Tydings is whining.” 

If you want the United States Senate seats occupied by men who 
embrace that philosophy, then don’t have any more crime investiga 
tions or any more free Voice of America to try to carry the iden 
of democracy behind the iron curtain. The place to clean hous 
is not among the slums of New York or among the gamblers. Thx 
place to clean house is make the United States Senate a place where 
no man has a right to sit in if he gets his office by the condoning ot 
deceit and fraud practiced on the voters of his own State. That 
why I am here. 

It sounds like a self-serving statement. I don’t want to be a Sen 
ator any more. I have had 35 years of legislative life, except for ° 
years inthe Army. I served in the House over here for 4 years and 24 
years in Congress. I was 61 years old last week. 

I want some peace and quiet, but I still love this country, and | 
love its institutions, and mine is one humble voiee asking this com 
mittee to bring in a ringing report denouncing what you know this 
campaign in Maryland was—a tissue of falsehoods and deceit and 
lies from beginning to end—and the evidence is in the record to prove 
it. The skuldaggery of these campaign funds that weren’t put out 
on the table until the inve stigator, who has been criticized so much, 
dug them up and forced the issue. 

Excuse me for getting a little heated, gentlemen, but I am a little 
long-suffering over this. 

Senator Hennings. In your memorandum will you be good enough 
to discuss for us the distinction between fair comment and what is 
complained of ? 

Mr. Typrnes. That is a difficult job but I will work at it. 

Senator Hennrnas. That is a difficult job. 

Mr. Typines. I will work at it. 
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Senator Hennings. That is where we want your help, if we can 
get 1t. 

You are aware that in many States practices either exceeding what 
may be complained of here or approaching it have been indulged in for 
many years. In this instance I feel sure that you will agree with 
most of the members of this committee that to undertake to evaluate 
the effect of From the Record upon any election—From the Record or 
any such publication—is merely a matter of conjecture and specula- 
tion. 

Mr. Typtnes. No man can answer that. Senator, : think if you 
have finished, | would like to give you this thoush! for the committee, 
aside from my case and all other cases 

I think that you have got to start formulating your policy by whi at 
you might consider to be knowledge, knowledge that a thing is a hie, 
when it is called to your attention. 

Now, there are many statements which a man makes in the heat of 
a campaign that he makes honestly that afterward turn out to be he 
wasn't well advised or forgot to quote it verbatim, didn’t have the 
right page. 

Senator Henntneés. Campaign oratory, as Mr. Willkie would say. 

Mr. Typines. But I am talking about aioe a campaign has worked 

pattern of deceit and fraud and where it comes to the attention of 
the candidate and he doesn’t denounce that. I think he is treading on 
pretty thin ice to want to be a Senator of the United States, a fellow 
condoning that kind of conduct to get there. In my opinion that is 
worse than the illegal spe nding of money. 

You can spend money fraudulently and corrupt people, but you 

‘an corrupt them with lies 10 times as quickly, particularly if they 
are against a receptive background like the Korean War. The degree 
of corruption, in my opinion, is greater because there are many people 
who will resist money corruption, but even the honest Sunday school 
teacher or the preacher or the finest citizen in the town can be en- 
snared and seduced to cast a false ballot because his thinking has been 
corrupted by the circularizing of malicious and falsely conceived 
statements. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronrey. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. I have one more questiot 

Senator, I understood you to say earlier in your testimony that 
you didn’t object to anything that wasn’t a lie and vou didn’t think 

artoons were lies necessarily; is that right ¢ 

Mr. ‘Typinas. I don't ob ject to cartoons because people recognize 

‘artoons for what they are. But when they see an alleged photograph, 
the ‘vy havea right to believe it is an accurate photograph. 

Senator Henprickson. I show you a cartoon that was used against 
you in your primary fight. 

(The document was received and is on file with the committee as 
exhibit 98.) 

Mr. TypinGs. I saw that. 

Senator Henpricxson. And I will ask you if you think that is 
untrue, 

Mr. Typrneas. I don’t mean that because people can say that is some 
fellow’s idea of what Tydings is or isn’t, but if I show a photograph- 
suppose, Senator, that I would show a photograph of you with a 
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bathing beauty on your knee. Do you see the difference between that 
and a cartoon ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. I don't know where you would get the 
photograph, but I just want your opinion on this, because from my 
point of view this sort of business is just as poisonous as anything 
else. 

Mr. Typines. Well, I will agree with you, but—— 

Senator Henprickson. Read the printed matter in that cartoon, and 
I }.—— 

Mr. Typines. The virtue of it, however, is it doesn’t deceive the 
public into believing it is something which it isn’t. Everybody sees 
it is a pen drawing, but when you show a photograph of two people 
together, the average person sees a photograph, he or she has every 
right to believe—I haven't read that. If it is that good, I have to see. 

Well, that is just about as cheap as the perpetrators of all these hes 
have been proved to be. 

Senator Henprickson. I think it is pretty terrible myself, but I 
want to note in the record that it wasn’t used by Republicans. 

Mr. Typtnes. I know, but it might have been paid for by Repub 
licans. You had better not give too many hostages to turn up. I have 
still a pretty good nose, and there is a little bird dog in me. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions? 

Senator Henprickson. No. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becxer. No. 

Senator MoNnroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smiru. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. No question. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before us, 
Senator T vdings. 

Mr. Typines. Thank you, Senator meOnTOnE ‘vy and members of the 
committee, and if I occasionally get a little heated, I hope you will for 
vive me, 

Senator Monroney. The committee will stand in recess until 2 
o'clock. 

{ Whereupon, at 12 :50 p.m., 1 he subcommittee recessed, to reconvene 
t2p.m., of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Monroney. The subcommittee on the Maryland hearing 
will again be in order. : 

Will you raise your right hand, Miss Kerr. Do you solemnly sweat 
that the testimony you are about to give in this hearing shall be th 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. so he ‘Ip you God? 

Miss Kerr. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before us, 
and any time that you desire a rest or recess of the committee, please 
vive some indication so we can accommodate you. Would you state 
your name, please. 

Miss Kerr. Jean F. Kerr. 
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Senator Monronry. The record will show that a quorum of the 
committee is present. 


Mr. McDermott. 


TESTIMONY OF JEAN F. KERR 


Mr. McDermorr. Miss Kerr, do you have a prepared statement ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No: I do not. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is your present residence, Miss Kerr? 

Miss Kerr. My present—always my residence is 3032 Twenty- 
fourth Street NE., Washington, D.C. Twas born in Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. And by whom are you presently employed and in 
what capacity / 

Miss Kerr. I am a research assistant in the office of Senator Me 
Carthy. 

Mr. McDermorr. And for what period have you been employed by 
Senator McCarthy / 

Miss Kerr. Since the summer, I believe it is, of 1948. 

Mr. McDermorr. And prior to that time were you employed by any 
committee of the United States Senate ¢ 

Miss Kerr. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. What committee is that ? 

Miss Kerr. That is a special investigating committee. 

Mr. McDermorr. Under whose chairmanship ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I believe it was Senator Ferguson or Senator Brewster. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during the period July to November 15, 
1950, were you in the employ of Senator Joseph McCarthy as a re 
search assistant ¢ 

Miss Kerr. During what time? 

Mr. McDermorr. The period July to November 15, 1950. 

Miss Kerr. Yes; I have been since 1948. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you were continuously employed during all 
that period down to the present time / 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now when did you first become active in the cam 
paign of John Marshall Butler in the State of Maryland / 

Miss Kerr. I became interested in it from the very first time | heard 
Mr. Butler was going to run. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first meet Mr. Butler / 

Miss Kerr. Sometime during the late summer, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Would that have been in early July 1950? 

Miss Kerr. It could have been. I don’t know what month it was. 
It was during the summer months. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you present when Mr. Butler and Mr. 
Mundy made a visit to Senator McCarthy’s office / 

Miss Kerr. I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. According to Mr. Mundy, in early July 1950, 

Miss Kerr. I was present; yes. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Is that the occasion when you first met Mr. Butler 
or had you met him previously ¢ 

Miss Kerr. The first time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who else was present on the occasion of that 
meeting, can you tell us, Miss Kerr? 
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Miss Kerr. Mr. Butler and Mr. Mundy, and I believe Mr. Morris 
stopped in for a short time in the office. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be Robert K. Morris? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that meeting took place in Senator McCar- 
thy’s office in the Senate Office Building here in Washington; is that 
right ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that the cameras take 
the pictures and then let Miss Kerr testify according to the rules of 
our committee. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did that meeting take place, Miss Kerr, in the 
afternoon or late afternoon on that particular day ? 

Miss Kerr. It was in the late afternoon. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you stated that Mr. Morris was present for 
a short time. Do you recall where you went from Senator McCarthy’s 
othce 4 

Miss Kerr. We had dinner with Mr. Morris. He was present in 
the office for a short time, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then did the group spend the evening together / 

_— Kerr. Yes. Well, 1 mean a couple of hours at dinner. We had 
dinner together. 

Mr. M. Dermorr. Following dinner, do you recall where you went / 

Miss Kerr. No; we just had dinner. That was all there was to it. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then the parties, the individuals separated, 
did they 4 

Miss Kerr. That is right, everybody went home. 

Mr. McDermorr. You are quite positive of that, Miss Kerr? 

Miss Kerr. I am very positive of that as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, Mr. Mundy testified that after dinner they 
went to someone’s apartment in that same hotel. He thought it was 
Mr. Morris’ apartment and that they spent 2 or 3 hours there following 
dinner, and that he — senna Butler or Mr. Butler returned to 
Baltimore 11 p.m. or 1133 

Miss Kerr. Maybe we are having a little confusion here. We had 
dinner and we sat and talked after dinner. We talked before dinner, 
during dinner and after dinner, and that is all there was to it. 

Mr. McDernmorr. You did not go to Mr. Morris’ apartment or any- 
one else’s apartment ? 

Miss Kerr. Dinner was in Mr. Morris’ apartment. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. Now was there anyone else present at the 
dinner or following the dinner other than the parties whom you 
mentioned ? 

Miss Kerr. I believe there were several other people who dropped 
in tosee Mr. Morris later. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall who those people were ? 

Miss Kerr. No, I don't. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether during that time the forth- 
coming campaign of John Marshall Butler in the State of Maryland 
was discussed ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes; it was. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at that time were campaign practices and 
campaign financing discussed ? 
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Miss Kerr. No; it wasn’t in specific detail like that at all. I think 
Mr. Butler had around that time decided to run and he was, as any 
man who ran against Mr. Tydings, very much interested in the in- 

vestigation which Mr. Tydings conducted. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, with reference to your connection with the 
tabloid From the Record which has been previously identified and is 
n the records of this subcommittee as exhibit No. 1, and which 1] 
now hand you, do you know with whom the idea for that piece gf 
campaign literature originated ? 

Miss Kerr. I couldn’t tell you with whom it originated. I heard it 
from any number of people. I mean it was something that—— 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall when the suggestion of the use of 
hat campaign piece of literature of that type first came to your at 
tention ¢ 

Miss Kerr. There were a number of ideas that were talked about 
among people who were interested in the Maryland campaign, but I 

int tell you where it originated or even when it started. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall having conversations with Mr. Jon- 
kel about it? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I wonder if you would tell us just what your 
participation was in the preparation of the material for that tabloid. 

Miss Kerr. My participation was giving them certain material that 
— be used 1] In the ti abtied exce rpts from cahn hea rings. For instance, 

s speech of Senator Lodge, about 35 pages which were omitted 
“sae the hearings, were not printed. 

l gave them nu photostat showing that Mr. Tydings had at one time 
ponsored Lattimore to speak in Baltimore I gave material about the 
ile story, letter from J. Edgar Hoover. 

Mr. McDeryorr. Now, at whose suggestion was that material made 
ivailable? Who told you to do that or who asked you to do that ‘ 

Miss Kerr. Who told me to do that ¢ 
Mr. McDermort. Yes. 

Miss Kerr. Well, you see I had given the Butler headquarters ma- 
terial previous to this, material that I assumed he was going to use in 
is speeches about the investigation, and when the tabloid was dis 
ussed—I mean it was just a follow-through of the other research I 
ad done for them. They wanted material that aseuiiile could 
put into it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make this earlier material and this ma 
terial available to Mr. Jonkel at Senator McCarthy’s request or at 
whose request ? 

Miss Kerr. Well, Senator McCarthy knew I was doing it. You see, 
et me explain one thing that might clear this up. I was very, very 
much interested in the M: aryland campaign and I had given the Butler 

eadquarters research material that I had assumed he was going to 
se in speeches. 

[ was to have gone on vacation during the month of October, I 
lean my schedule in the staff set- up was to take my vacation in Octo- 
er, and I went to Senator McCarthy. I knew the Maryland campaign 

v would be coming up and I asked him if he minded if I did not take my 
vacation, if I stayed around and did what work I could on this, and 

: said, “Certainly,” and in the course of doing that I worked on the 
tabloid. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And you were retained on the payroll during that 
period ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I took my vacation later. He gave me my vacatioi 
later on. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now vou have identified for us some of the ma- 
terial which you made available, you say, and which was subsequently 
used in the tabloid. When you accumulated that material what did 
you do with it? Did you take it to Mr. Jonkel or did you do some- 
thing else with it? 

Miss Kerr. | took it to Mr. Jonkel. No, he saw the material, he 
knew what it was, the material that I had gathered together, and [ 
wave it to Frank Smith. He was the man who made use of it. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. And Frank Smith at that time was chief editorial] 
writer for the Times-Herald ? 

Miss Kerr. He was with the Times-Herald. I did not know what 
his job was. 

Mr. McDermorr. At whose suggestion was it given to Frank Smith / 

Miss Kerr. Frank Smith called me one day and said, “What have 
you got that can be used in the tabloid ¢” 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall approximately when that telephone 
conversation was, Miss Kerr / 

Miss Kerr. I am sorry, I don’t. I mean it was, I suppose, October. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now was that your first contact with Mr, Smith 
with reference to this tabloid? He just called you on the phone and 
said, “Do you have any material we can use in the tabloid?” Is that 
right ¢ 

Miss Kerr. “Do you have any material that can be used in the 
tabloid?” that he was going to put it together. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he indicate fo you at that time that he was 
preparing the copy that was to be used in the tabloid? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now other than that this research material which 
you indicate you made available, did you prepare any of the text of 
the tabloid? Did you select or obtain any of the photographs that 
were used in the tabloid 2 

Miss Kerr. I gave them the picture on Duran. 

Mr. McDermorr. And that was from your files in Senator Me 
Carthy’s office. Is that the only picture that you made available ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes; that is the only one. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first see a copy of the material that 
was ultimately used in the tabloid in copy form or in proof form, 
do you recall ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I saw it in the printed form. 

Mr. McDexmorr. Did you ever see the material in copy form? 

Miss Kerr. I saw it in printed form. That was the only shape I 
saw it in. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be like a page proof, for example ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes; it was printed up like this. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you ever have occ: casion to take copy appar- 
ently destined for use in the tabloid to Mr. Jonkel for his approval / 

Miss Kerr. Frank Smith and I drove over to Baltimore and saw 
Mr. Jonkel and discussed the material that was available to go in. 
_ McDermorr. And that was also sometime in October, you 
velleve ¢ 
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Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And at that time the material that you exhibited 
to Mr. Jonkel was the material that had been prepared by Mr. Smith; 
was that vour understanding ¢ 

Miss Kerr. It was sort of piecemeal, as a matter of fact. Some of 
it he had put together and some of it was still in, you know, source 
form. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you recall whether at that time Mr. Jon- 
kel made any changes in the copy or any deletions from it 

Miss Kerr. No, he was terribly rushed at the time and in sort of a 
hurry. 

Mr. McDermorr. He looked at it. made no changes and gave it 
hack to you! 

Miss Kerr. I do not recall that he made any changes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, did vou participate in the making of ar- 
rangements for the printing of this tabloid ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any contacts with the Times-Her 
ald with reference to an estimate on the cost of producing 500,000 
copies of the tabloid ? 

Mr. Kerr. I knew Mrs. Miller said it could be done. In the course 
of talking about the campaign she mentioned they were going to 
do it. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Had that information been communicated by 
Mrs. Miller directly to you ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I think it was « conversation with me. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did the Times-Herald ever submit to you an esti 
mate on the cost of printing é 

Miss Kerr. No. The first time I saw the price was in the course 

f these hearings. 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you understand about the arrange- 
ments for pavinent for the tabloid ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I did not have anything to do with that part of it. 

simply O1WVIne research material, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, at any time while you were working wit] 
Mer. Frank Smith and Mr. Jonkel in connection with the preparation 
of the material for the tabloid, did you have occasion to see the com 

osite photograph that appears in the lower left-hand corner of 
page 1’ 

Miss IKCeRR. | Saw it after it Was printed, after the tabloid Was In 

inted form. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that prior to distribution and prior to the 

ection ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Well. it was at the time it was about to fo in the process 
of being distributed. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any knowledge prior to the time 
you first saw the composite in its printed form that a composite pho 
tograph was being usec / 

Miss Kerr. No. As a matter of fact, I thought they were going to 
take the testimony and put that into the tabloid. That is what I 

ought was going to be done. 


Mr. McDermorr. Did you at any time have a discussion with any 


one with reference to the use of a photograph showing Senator Tvd 
vs and Mr. Browder / 


v1 
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Miss Kerr. I did not see it until it was printed. I might say, sinc: 
we are on the subject of composite picture, 1 do not know whether th. 
Senators here have had a chance to read the hearings, the Tyding 
investigation hearings, but if you take this “Thank you, sir, ” busines 
that is in it here, 1 ripped out a page from the hearings that prett; 
much gives a picture of what went on at that time, and I think | 
deciding what you think about composite pictures, it might be a goo. 
idea to go over this one section of it. 

At that particular time, this point in the hearing, Mr. Browde: 
had been testifying for some time and had been giving some answer: 
had not been giving some other answers, and final ly Mr. Tyding 
said to him, he said, “Mr. Browder, I think that you are perhaps de 
feating the purpose of this investigation in a way that you do not 
understand. Won’t you please’”— 

Mr. McDermorrt. Is this a quote now, Miss Kerr ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes,a quote. He said: 

I do think you are defeating the purpose of this inquiry in a way that you pe 
haps do not realize if you allow this to be obscured 
that is whether or not John Service and Owen Lattimore were Con 
munists— 
and if you feel that you could answer in the case of Mr. Vincent and Mr. Servic 
I will be very very grateful 
and Mr. Browder is a Communist, was the head of the Communist 
Party. If this committee was out to truly investigate Communists 
in Government, you would hardly say to a man who is a Communist 

“You are - feating the purposes of this committee. Won't you hel; 


us out,” so he gives the testimony and Tydings says, “Thank you, 


sir. 

I think his picture certainly did not do Mr. Tydings an injustice. 
I think it did him a favor. When you look at that picture that does 
not tell the story at all. It does not tell that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, what does the picture show ? 

Miss Kerr. It shows the two of them in conversation. 

Mr. McDermorr. And were you present at'those hearings ? 

Miss Kerr. I was present, not at that particular hearing; durin, 

great many of them. 

Mr. McDermorr. At any time when you were present did you eve! 
see Mr. Tydings and Mr. Browder in the approximate position shov 
in that photograph? 

Miss Kerr. I think what Mr. Tydings said to Mr. Browder is 1 
times more damaging. 

Mr. McDermorr. I am asking you did you ever see that? 

Miss Kerr. I did not see Mr. Browder testify. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now with reference to your participation in the 
financial aspects of the campaign of John Marshall Butler, did yo 
participate in the raising of any funds for his campaign ? 

Miss Kerr. I did not raise any funds. 

Mr. McDermorr. Either directly or indirectly ? 

Miss Kerr. I did not raise any funds. I took checks to Mr. Jonk« 

Mr. McDermorrt. I say either directly or indirectly. You had no 
particpiation either direct or indirect in the raising of funds for his 
campaign, is that correct? 

Miss Kerr. No; I had no either direct or indirect raising of fund 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did you have occasion to contact anyone with ref- 
erence to contributions to his ¢ ampaign ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. None whatsoever ? 

Miss Kerr. I took checks to Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, where did you get those checks? 

Miss Kerr. I think about four of them were given to me from Mrs. 
Miller, by Mrs. Miller. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that point, Miss Kerr, do you recall what 
checks they might have been ? 

Miss Kerr. One of them was a check from Mr. MeGarraghy and 
Mrs. du Pont, Marcella du Pont. Ss 

Mr. McDermorvr. A check has been introduced into the records of 
the subcommittee identified as exhibit No. 13, a check in the amount 
of $1,000 payable to the John Marshall Butler Campaign Fund, signed 
by Joseph C. MeGarraghy. Is that the check to which you refer ¢ 

Miss Kerr. How much was it ? 

Mr. McDermorr. $1,000. 

Miss Kerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you took that check, you said, to Mr. Jonkel ? 

Miss Kerr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And previous to that time or prior to that time 
you had met Mr. Mundy, is that right ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Yes, 

Mr. McDermorr. What did you understand was Mr. Mundy’s par 
ticipation in the campaign ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Well, he did not have a part in the campaign at the 
time I met him. He had, I believe, worked for the Republican Party 
before, and there was a question as to just what job he was going to 
ultimately fill. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that also discussed at this meeting which you 
referred to earlier when you first met Mr. Butler? 

Miss Kerr. It was not discussed, but I mean he was talking about 
his interest in Butler and, you know, the part he would take in the 
campaign. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mr. Butler have a campaign manager at 
that time / 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Do you recall whether the question of the cam- 
paign manager was discussed that evening ‘ 

Miss Kerr. No: it was not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you state that you took this MeGarr: ighy 
check to Mr. Jonkel. From whom did you receive the check? 

Miss Kerr. From Mrs. Miller. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mrs. Miller gave you this check. 

Miss Kerr. That and Mrs. du Pont’s check, and there was another 
one, Bruce Baird’s check. 

Mr. McDermorr. Pardon me ? 

Miss Kerr. Bruce Baird’s check. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now the Marcella du Pont check has been identi 
fied in the records of this committee as exhibit No. 17, and it is a check 
in the amount of $500 payable to Ruth McCormick Miller drawn by 
Marcelle M. du Pont and endorsed initially by Ruth McCormick 
Miller. The Baird check is a check in the amount of $100 payable to 
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the Butler campaign committee drawn by Bruce Baird on the National 
Savings & Trust Co. in Washington, ide ntified as exhibit No. 15. 

Now those are three checks you say that you took over to Mr. Jonkel 
and all of which you received from Mrs. Miller, is that right ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, could you describe for us the circumstances 
under which these checks were made available to you. Did Mrs. Miller 
call you or how did you happen to get possession of them ? 

Miss Kerr. Well, she must have known I was going to Baltimore, 
and asked me if I would take them over to Jonkel. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you go down to her office and pick them up? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t remember whether I did or—I guess I did go 
down to the office and pick them up. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any contact with Mr. Bruce Baird 
in connection with this contribution ? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t even know Mr. Baird. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Did you have any contact with Marcella M. 
du Pont in connection with her contribution ? 

Miss Kerr. I did not: no. 

Mr. McDer MOTT. And did you have any contact with Mr. McGar- 
raghy in connection with his ¢ ‘ontribution ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you took those three checks, you say, over to 
Mr. Jonkel, is that correct ? 

Miss Kerr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what became of them then? 

Miss Kerr. Well, that was at the point when the tabloid was to be 
distributed and Mr. Fedder was refusing to move the tabloids or start 
the job unless he got some money, so Mr. Jonkel gave me these checks 
and signed them and added some to it. He added some more checks to 
that amount and asked me to give them to Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. And then after Mr. Jonkel endorsed these checks, 
did you take these and others to Mr. Fedder ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And where did you deliver them to Mr. Fedder? 

Miss Kerr. He has a building in Baltimore. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Is that at his printing plant? 

Miss Kerr. His place of business; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now you state that Mr. Jonkel gave you some 
other checks. Do you ree: all what the total sum was that you took to 
Mr. Fedder on that occasion ? 

Miss Kerr. Twenty-four point twenty. There was $20 in cash. 

Mr. McDrermorr. From whom did you receive that ? 

Miss Kerr. That was a contribution which had come in. Mrs. 
Miller had given it to me with the other checks. 

Mr. McDermorr. Whose contribution did you understand that to 
be? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know whose contribution it was. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. That $20 in cash was given to you by Mrs, Miller 
at the same time she gave you the three checks? 

Miss Kerr. That is right, so that was taken to Mr. Jonkel, Mr. 
Jonkel added some checks that he had to that, and I took them to Mr. 
Fedder. 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 L111 


Mr. McDermorr. Now you stated under oath, Miss Kerr, that you 
did not at any time participate directly or indirectly in the raising of 
any funds. 

Do you recall whether at any time in late October you had a con- 
versation with Mr. Jonkel with reference to a dinner party that he 
was to attend at which he was to receive a contribution from a con- 
tributor to the campaign ¢ 

Miss Ky rr. A dinner party at which time he was to receive a con- 
tribution ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. You have no such recollection / 

Miss Kerr. I had Mr. Jonkel over to dinner one evening at mv home, 
but I certainly—how would I know whether—— 

Mr. McDermorr. Was there anyone at the dinner at your home that 
evening that was a contributor to this campaign ? 

Miss KERR. Who later was a contributor to the campaign ; yes, Mr. 
Alvin Bentley, my mother, Mr. Jonkel and LI were there. 

Mr. McDermorr. When was that dinner / 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know when it was. It was before the election. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Mr. Jonkel there at your invitation / 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And were Mr. and Mrs. Bentley there at your in 
vitation? And who else Was present ¢ 

Miss Kerr. My mother. 

Mr. Mcl JERMOTT. And do you recall on the occasion of your in Ita- 
tion to Mr. Jonkel whether you indicated to him that another guest 
at that dinner owuld be a contributor to the campaign or would pro 
vide any contribution ? 

Miss Kerr. I had ho idea whether any person would contribute or 
not. Mr. Bentley was interested in the Maryland campaign, I am 
sure. - 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you known Mr. Bentley for some time prior 
to that ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes: I had. 

Mr. McDermorr. Had you ever discussed with him prior to that 
dinner his contribution or a contribution to the Butler campaign / 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had no awareness or idea or suspicion or sug 
gestion that he was going to be a contributor to the campaign ? 

Miss Kerr. I hoped he would. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you recommend to him that he should ? 

Miss Kerr. I wouldn't reeommend to Mr. Bentley that he do any- 
thing. 

Mr. McDermorr. But nevertheless you did invite him and Mrs. 
Bentley to your house for dinner and also invited Mr. Jonkel, is that 
correct ¢ 

Miss Kerr. That is right. I knew Mr. Jonkel over quitea while. I 
mean it was a month or several weeks TI had seen him, friends of mine. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was Mr. Jonkel known to Mr. and Mrs. Bentley 
at that time? 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. So this was the occasion of the first meeting of 
those persons ¢ 
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Miss Kerr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. During that dinner that evening, was the ques- 
tion of a contribution by Mr. Bentley to the campaign discussed ? 

Miss Kerr. Not that I know of. I did not hear a conversation. 

Mr. McDermorr. Not within your presence ? 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Do you know whether Mr. Bentley subsequently 
did make a contribution ? 

Miss Kerr. I understand that he did later; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know the circumstances under which that 
contribution was made ? 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you present in Senator McCarthy's office 
when Mr. Bentley may have discussed the making of a contribution ? 

Miss Kerr. No. I might have been present in the office but I did 
not know the circumstances. 

Mr. McD; RMOTT. I now he ind oe the photoc opy of a draft which 
has been identified as “Exhibit No. 17” in the records of this subeom- 
mittee, a check in the amount of $5,000 payable to Butler for Senator 
Club, drawn by Alvin M. Bentley on the Manufacturers National 
Bank of Detroit. Have you ever seen that check previously ? 

Miss Kerr. I have not. 

Mr. MclI yermorr. Did you deliver that check to Mr. Jonkel ? 

Miss Kerr. J did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Is this the first instance > when you have seen either 
the photoc ‘opy or the original of that check ¢ 

Miss Kerr. That is the first time I have seen that check: yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do IT understand that you know nothing 
other than what you have told us of the circumstances of that con- 
tribution being made? Will you answer so the reporter can get it? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. I don’t know under what circumstances he made 
the contribution, who he gave it to or anything like that. 

Mr. McDermorr. When did you first become aware that he had 
made a contribution of $5,000 ? 

Miss Kerr. Well, the post-card project was under way and I believe 
that went into the Lee account and was used for the post.cards. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Now, at that point, did you after that check 
was endorsed by Mr. Jonkel and delivered according to his testi- 
mony to either Mr. or Mrs. Lee, did that check ever pass through 
your hands? 

Miss Kerr. I have never seen the check. I never touched it before. 
I have never seen it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Miss Kerr, do you know Alfred Kohlberg / 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. How long have you known him? 

Miss Kerr. Oh, let’s see, under a year, I would say. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now exhibit No. 11 in the records of this sub- 
committee is a check in the amount of $500 payable to the John M. 
Butler campaign, dated November 1, 1950, drawn by Alfred Kohlberg 
on the Manufacturers Trust Co. of New York. Did vou have any con- 
tact with either Mr. Kohlberg’s contribution or w ith this check after 
it was drawn by him? 
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Miss Kerr. The only contact I had with that was the incident we 
are speaking of previously when I went to see Mr. Jonkel and took 
three checks Mrs. Miller had given me. He gave me, I don’t know 
whether that was the check or not, but I recall there was a check from 
Mr. Kohlberg, because IT was surprised and thought it was very good, 
ilong with some other checks. ; 

Mr. McD: RMOTT. Did you | ave any contact with Mr. Kohlb ror WV th 
reference to that contribution / ; 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDerermorr. Do Vou know of any contact that Wil Drdsacke by 


invone ¢ 


Miss Kerr. No; I do not. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if Miss Kerr would not 

ke to relax for just a Tew seconds. and eould there be a pillow 
brought ¢ 

Miss Kerr. This is fine. thank vou. Tam verv comfortable. 

Senator SmirH. Would a stool help you! 

Miss Kerr. No; I am just fine, thank you. 

Senator Smiru. Those are suggestions that have come in. 

Senator Monroney. Counsel May proceed, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Miss Kerr, exhibit No. 67 in the records of 
this subeommittee is a check in the amount of 810.000 pavable io 
Jon Jonkel, drawn by C. W. Murchison, of Dallas, Tex. Did you 
have any connection with the contribution of Mr. Murehison in this 
campaign 4 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know Mr. Murchison / 

Miss IK RR, No: I don't. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Do Vou recall] whether you delivered this 
to Mr. Jonkel ? 

Miss Kerr. No. I know I did not. 

Mr. McDrermorr. At this point, do you recall whether you deliv- 
ered any checks to Mr. Jonkel other than the three checks which you 
dentified in your testimony a few moments ago ¢ 

Miss IKERR. There Was i check from Mr. Dan Gainey, there was 
i cheek from him which I don’t know whether ] took over or l hac 
ombody take it over. or what. but I saw that check. 

Mr. McDerermot Fe From whom did you receive that ches k ? 

Miss Kerr. It came in the mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. Addressed to whom / 

Miss Kerr. Asking us to forward it to Mr. Jonkel, to the Butler 

WmMpalen. 

Mr. McDermorr. This was a check from Mr. Gainey addressed 
to Senator McCarthy . is that correct / 

Miss Kerr. I don't know who it was addressed to. It vot to our 
office. 

Mr. McDermorr. With instructions that it be delivered to Sena- 
tor Butler? 

Miss Kerr. Asking that it be forwarded because he did not know 
where the headquarters were at that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you know Mr. Gainey at that time? 

Miss Kerr. Yes: I knew him. 
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Mr. McDermorr. And adding _ ‘n the Gainey check to the othe: 
checks which you have identified as having been delivered by you 
to Mr. Jonkel, did you have occasion to deliver any other chee kk? 

Miss Kerr. There were other checks that I took over to him, and 
I don’t know who they were from. They totaled roughly around 
>b1.100 or S1.200. 

Mr. McDermorr. And from whom did you receive those checks 
for delivery / 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know. I was trying to think over last night 
and remember it. I can’t remember whether they were checks Mr: 
Miller gave me or checks that were dropped by for me to take ove: 
or what. 

Mr. McDermorr. When you say “dropped by” you mean dropped 
by at your oflice, at Senator MeC arthy *s ollice ? 

Miss Kerr. At the office. 

Mr. McDermorr. Can you recall for us what checks those might 
have been ? 

Miss Kerr. There were either two or three checks, and it was $1,100 
or S1.200, 

Mr. Mi D: RMOTT. Would you be able to identify the check if you 
saw it? 

Miss Kerr. I would not because I tell you people, their names were 
not familiar with me, I did not know who the *y were or anything. 

Mr. McDermorr. There are three checks drawn on about the same 
date, exhibit 19, a check in the amount of $1,000 from Senator Owen 
Brewster; exhibit 12, a check in the amount of $100 drawn by Elisha 
Hanson; exhibit 14, a check in the amount of $100 drawn by R. H. 
Fogler. Do you know whether those might have been the checks 
totaling S1, 200 2 

Miss Kerr. No; because I would have remembered Senator Brew 
ster’s cle kk. 

Mr. MecDi RMOTT. You did not deliver Senator Brewster’s check to 
Mr. Jonkel ? 

Miss Kerr. I believe that was among the checks that I did take over. 

Mr. McDermorr. You mean the Senator Brewster check ? 

Miss Kerr. That is right, the earlier checks that Mrs. Miller gave 
me to take over, I believe that check was among them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you mean that Mrs. Miller gave you this check 
of Senator Brewster’s to take to Mr. Jonkel ? 

Miss Kerr. I believe so. It semes to me I may recall. I may be 
mixed up on that, but that check is familiar. 

Mr. McDermorr. That check, by the way, is made payable to Na- 
tional Advertising Co. rather than to the Butler campaign. 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know about that. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that then in reviewing that transaction you 
had the Gainey check, the McGarraghy check, the Marcella M. Du 
Pont check, the Bruce Baird check, and you believe the Brewster 
check, is that correct ? 

Miss Kerr. I think so; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, do you recall any other checks which you 
may have transmitted in addition to the three now that total $1,200? 

Miss Kerr. No; I don’t recall any. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether you took over to the cam- 
paign headquarters in Baltimore Mrs. Miller’s contribution in the 
amount of $5,000 which has been identified as exhibit No. 18 4 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. You do not ? 

Miss Kerr. No: I do not reeall that at all. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now your best recollection then, Miss Kerr, is 
that some of these checks that you delivered tO the Baltimor head 
quarters of the Butler campaign committee were given to vou b \I 
Miller and the balance were made available to you in menatvor \I 
Carthy’s office, is that right ? 

Miss Kerr. No: I said I did not remember about those whether they 
eame from Mrs. Miller or whether someone left them by for someone 
Lo take over W hen FOIng to Balt IMmore, 

Mr. McDerworr. Now in addition to the S20 in cash that you state 
Mrs. Miller gave you and that vou took over to Mr. Jonkel, did you 
deliver anv other cash contributions to him 4 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time you delivered these checks to Mr. 
Jonkel and he endorsed them, wis that in your presence, and he oave 
them to you to take ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Yes: some of them he did. Others I think ] took over, 

Mr. McDermorr. You state you were very interested in the Mary- 
land campaign. Were you aware at that time that Mr. Mundy was 
the official treasurer of the campaign 4 

Miss Kerr. No: I did not know what his job was. I knew he had 
something to do with the Butler campaign, but I did not know exactly 
what his job was. 

Mr. MceDermorr. At any time in connection with your participa- 
tion in this campaign, did you disburse any funds other than the 
82.420 represented by checks and cash which you delivered to Mr. 
Fedder ? 

Miss Kerr. That money was taken to Mr. Fedder. I don’t think 
you could define it as disbursing, but the 81.200 that I took in the 
checks, around $1,100 or 81.200 that LI took over to Mr. Jonkel, he 
endorsed and gave back to me to bring over in connection with the 
Butler folder. I think you have probably seen that. 

Mr. McDrermorr. You delivered that to—— 

Miss Kerr. No, I did not deliver it. I brought it back to Washing 
ton and someone took it over to him. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was to a printer here in 

Miss Kerr. In Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall making any other payments to 
creditors on behalf of the Butler campaign ¢ . 

Miss Kerr. No: I don't. 

Mr. McDermorr, Only those two instances / 

Miss Kerr. Yes. Now I did not pay Mr. Post. I brought this 
back to Washington. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was someone else from your office ? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know who it was. It could have been the Lees. 
t could have been someone in our office, I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. We have quite a little bit of testimony about the 
post card phase of this campalen. Did vou actively participate in 
that ¢ 
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Miss Kerr. No. I was curious about what was going on and I was 
asking questions about how it was getting along, but I did not—] 
think I called Mr. Post and asked him if he could possibly print some 
of the post cards, and then someone took it over from there, but that 
is about all. I believe I gave him a ring about that. 

Mr. McDermorr. One of the witnesses who testified has also told 
us that these post cards were being addressed by many volunteer work 
ie at times, and on occasion by the entire office staff of Senator Mc 

Carthy; is that correct ? 

Miss Kerr. Our office staff took post cards home at night. One of 
the girls in our office brought her baby in on Sunday morning so she 
could spend Sunday working on it. They worked on the week ends, 
took the cards home at night and worked on it. They were interested 
in it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was this your first connection with a post-card 
campaign in connection with a senatorial campaign ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any conversation with Mrs. Miller 
with reference to her $5,000 contribution to the Butler campaign as 
represented by her check dated November 3, 1950? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t recall a conversation with her about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether on an occasion when you 
were present in the printing plant of William Fedder, at which time 
a substantial amount of campaign material had been printed and was 
ready for distribution but he had not been ape therefor, you made 
a call to Mrs. Miller and assured him that he would be paid? 

Miss Kerr. I wanted to impress Mr. Fedder with the fact that h¢ 
was going to get paid. All I was interested in was in seeing the 
tabloids moved. He was sitting tight and saying, “I am not going 
to do a thing,” and I did all I could to make him feel confident he 
would get his money, so he would go ahead and distribute it. 

Mr. McDermorr. You state you were interested in seeing that hi 
moved the tabloid. With whom were you dealing in that connectiot 
at that time? Was that with Mr. Jonkel or were you receiving in 
structions from someone else ? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t follow your question. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Well, you stated that you were interested in see 
ing him move the tabloids at that time; is that correct ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now was that an idea of your own or was that 
at the suggestion of someone else ? 

Miss Kerr. Well, I mean it was the most natural thing in th 
world. It was an idea of my own. The tabloids had been printed 
and I thought it was a very good job and I did not want to see them 
sit in Mr. Fedder’s plant. I wanted to see them get out over Maryland 

Mr. McDermorr. So to assure him he would get paid, you did cal 
Mrs. Miller’s office? 

Miss Kerr. I believe I did make a call to Mrs. Miller and I prob 
able said to her, “It looks like he is not going to move them,” and 
I probably said, “I will talk to Mr. Jonkel and see if I can’t do some 
thing to make the man a little easier on it.” He still had to fold tab 
loids and things like that and he was refusing to move at all, whic! 
meant if he delayed even a half a day, the whole affair would not hav: 
worked out. 
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Mr. McDermorr. This was rather close to election, was it, rather 
close toward the election date? 

Miss Kerr. Well, it was within a week, I suppose, a week, 10 days. 
I can’t give you the date. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you indicate to Mrs. Miller on the occasion 
of that call that there were pressing financial problems that resulted 
in nondelivery of this material that he had printed and ready‘ 

Miss Kerr. I can’t tell you what our conversation was. I don’t 
know what our conversation was. I can’t give you in detail what 
my conversation with Mrs. Miller was. 

Mr. McDermorr. But when he told you that he would not move this 
material until he received some payment toward his account, you did 
in fact call Mrs. Miller and tell her that; is that right ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I suppose I was talking about that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall from whom you received a copy 
of the tabloid after it was printed ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I might have picked it up in the John Butler head- 
quarters. ‘They had a few over there. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were any brought to your office or disfributed 
through your office / 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall when you first had your initial 
contact with Mr. Fedder in connection with the printing of material 
for this campaign ? 

Miss Kerr. I took a carload of the Butler folders ‘to him. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was the piece of literature that was inserted 
with the tabloid as it was mailed out ¢ 

Miss Kerr. That is right. That was to have been inserted. I 
don’t know if anybody knows whether it was inserted or not. I 
think it would be interesting to find out how many of those tabloids 
were distributed. 

Mr. McDermorr. We have substantial testimony on that. 

Now you state that your contact with the post-card transaction 
was one of curiosity principally, and that you did not do much on 
that phase of the campaign other than contact Mr. Post about the 
printing of some cards; is that right ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I can’t remember anything specific. I talked to a lot 
of people on the telephone about it, Lam sure, because 1 wanted to know 
how it was going along. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in the morning or in the forenoon or some- 
time during the day of November 6, which was the day prior to the 
election, did you have occasion to call Mr. Fedder with reference to 
a payment of $115 to be mailed to him for his participation in the 
post-card transaction ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Yes; I called Mr. Fedder. 

Mr. McDermorr. And will you tell us the circumstances leading up 
to that call, please. 

Miss Kerr. Well, see, Mrs. Lee was more or less handling the post- 
card project and a certain amount of work was to have been done 
by Mr. Fedder, you know, on post cards, and he did not complete the 
job that he had more or less made a contract to do. 

Mr. McDermorr. Who told you that, Miss Kerr? 
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Miss Kerr. I had a conversation with Mrs. Lee. Not all of the 
work was completed but he had done some of the work and he reserved 
money for part of the work that he did so, and so she did not know 
Mr. Fedder, she asked me to give him a ring and see if he would be 
around. 

Mr. McDermorr. How did you arrive at that figure of $115? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know how it was arrived at. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did Mrs. Lee tell you that was the figure ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now that payment was made by a check in that 
amount pavable to Mr. Fedder, drawn on the account of Rex Lee, 
is that right / 

Miss ICERR. ] heard it Was. | don't know ahy more about it other 
than her call to me asking me if 1 would call Fedder and see if he 


would be around that evening. 

Mr. McDermorr. At the time you made that call, had you talked 
earlier that day with Mr. Surine or Mr. Nilles or Mr. Moore ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Mr. Surine called me in the morning and said that Mr. 
Fedder had hot completed the job and that he had tried to mail some 


of the post cards himself when the original understanding was that 


he was not to mail them. 

The stamps would be put on but someone else was to matl them to 
check the account or something like that, and he mentioned that Fedder 
had said he had mailed some of them and later said he did not mail 
them. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Surine called you at your home, is that it? 

Miss Kerr. It probably was at my home. It was around 9 o’clock 
in the morning, I euess. 

Mr. McDermorr. And he called and told you that Mr. Fedder had 
said he had mailed some cards and he had not, and he was not supposed 
to mail cards, and what else did he tell you ¢ 

Miss Kerr. That was about all. 

Mr. McDernmorr. That was all. He just called you up and told 
you that and then hung up / 

Miss Kerr. He probably said other things, but I don’t remember 
what they are. That was impressed on me. I remember that part 
of it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he tell you about having spent the night or 
shortly thereafter to 6a.m. in Baltimore with Mr. Fedder ? 

Miss Kerr. He did not go into detail. He said he spent awhile 
trying to get post cards and putting them in the mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he tell you he had prepared a signed state 
ment which Mr. Fedder had signed ? 

Miss IKERR. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. He did not tell you anything about that ? 

Miss Kerr. No. I heard about it later. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Did he tell you that as a result of his conversation 
with Mr. Fedder, that the accounts had been balanced and that Mr. 
Fedder indicated that no moneys were owing to him? 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know anything about that. 

Mr. McDermorr. You had no conversation with Mr. Surine about 
that ? 

Miss Kerr. No. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Well, now either prior or subsequent to your 
conversation with Mrs. Lee that day, did you talk with Mr. Moore or 
Mr. Nilles about their experience in Baltimore that early morning 

Miss Kerr. I believe I talked to Mr. Moore in the office later that dé Ly. 

Mr. McDermorr. And what did Mr. Moore tell you 4 

Miss Kerr. He mentioned to me that Fedder, this business about 
him saying he had mailed them, and later telling them he did not mail 
them and that it was difficult for them to get an account of the cards 
because of that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did he tell you they had prepared a statement 
which Mr. Fedder had signed ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No: I did not learn about that until later on. 

Mr. McDermort. When Mrs. Lee had this conversation with vou 
in which she indicated that further moneys were eolng to Mr. Fedder, 
do you know whether at that time she had been in conversation wath 
Mr. Surine, Mr. Nilles, or Mr. Moore ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I could not answer. 

Mr. McDermorr. Was that $115 check that she prepared delivered 
to your ofhee for transmission ¢ 

Miss IVerr. I cant tell you details on that. 1] I] know 1s that she 
said, “Could you give Mr. Fedder a ring and find out whether he will 
be available tonight.” 

Mr. McDekmorr. And did you make such a call to Mr. Fedder? 

Miss Kerr, | called Mr. Fedder and asked him if he would be 
around. 

Mr. McDermorr. And do you reeall the substa 
sation on that occasion / 

Miss Kerr. It was a very quick conversation. I said,“ 
to be around later today” and he said, “Yes.” J euess that 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any understanding as to t 
when the checks would be delivered ¢ 

Miss Kerr. It seems to me that it was to be after 6 o’clock, by I 
don’t remember other than that. Imean, it was to be after dinnertime. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall whether on that occasion Mr. Fed 
der told vou that he had given a statement to Don Surine and that no 
moneys were owing to him’ He did not. want anything further to do 
with it ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. Me Dermorr. Do you recall specifically that 
tion was not had, or do you not recall? « 

Miss Ky RR. I don't recall. Asa matter of fa o. | reme mober ni aking 
a call to Mr. Fedder for the purpose of finding out if he would be 
around that evening. I don’t remember what else was discussed. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Now, to refresh your recollection, assuming that 
that $115 check was taken over to Mr. Fedder on the night of November 
6 by Mr. Moore, Ewell Moore accompanied by Mr. Greeley, who, I 
understand, is the administrative assistant to Senator McC arthy, with 
that information can vou tell us any more about your participation 
In that payment ¢ Did Mrs. Lee send the check to you, you give it to 
Mr. Moore or Mr. Greeley ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know any more about it. All I did was make 
call to Mr. Fedder to see if he would be around because I happened 1 
know him. That is all I had to do with that. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Other than this incident when Mr. Greeley ac- 
companied Mr. Moore to Baltimore to deliver this $115 check to Mr. 
Fedder, are you personally familiar with any other participation of 
Mr. Greeley in the campaign of John Marshall Butler 

Miss Kerr. No, I don’t know of any more. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any contact or conversation with 
Mr. Butler subsequent to the meeting in early July in Senator Mc- 
Carthy’s office up until the time of the election ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. When I went over to the Butler headquarters I 
might run into him in the hallway when he was, you know, going in 
and out, something like that. 

Mr. McDrrmorr. Now, Miss Kerr, after this campaign was con- 
cluded on November 7, some time subsequent thereto you took your 
vacation, is that correct ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes, I was given a vacation later. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you sustained injury on or about December 
7, 1950; is that right? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And when did you return to Washington follow- 
ing that injury ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I would say it was in late January. 

Mr. McDermorr. And following your return have you been con- 
tinuously under the care of Dr. Julius 8. Neviaser ? 

Miss Kerr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And since that time have you been restricted to 
your home or have you been ambulatory ¢ 
~ Miss Kerr. I have been able to get around to a certain extent. Dr. 
Neviaser has advised against it because there is a chance I might injure 
the leg. It isa broken hip. The top of the hip was broken off. 

Senator Monronrey. Would you like to rest for a minute? 

Miss Kerr. No: that is all right. Incidentally, if I might add 
something while Mr. McDermott is busy with papers there, I have 
heard that a number of questions have been asked of other witnesses 
about my hip injury and so forth, and I would just like to tell the 
committee a little bit about how it happened because other people 
have been asked about it before. 

I was on my vacation in the islands and it was one evening with 
the head of the FBI in Honolulu, and some of the agents there, and 
I fell from an outdoor staircase over a wall and I broke my hip and 
I was held over in a hospiial about 6 weeks after that. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now on February 23, Miss Kerr, when the sub- 
committee had first scheduled your testimony before it, you addressed 
a letter to the subcommittee in which you indicated that you had talked 
to your doctor and that under no circumstances would he allow you 
to take the risk of appearing before the subcommittee, is that correct ? 

Miss Kerr. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Prior to that time and subsequent to your return 
from the islands, had you been out of your home other than to visit 
your doctor ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Yes; T had. As a matter of fact, I called him and 
asked him, you know, when I knew you were ee hearings, if he 
would be willing to let me come down. He said absolutely not. It 
wasn’t until that time that I knew this was at the point where I never 
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should have gone out. He explained it to me the way he never had 
before. 

Mr. McDermort. And then subsequent to that I believe you advised 
the subcommittee telephonically that your appearance before the sub- 
committee would necessarily be deferred because you were suffering 
from food poisoning, is that correct ? 

Miss Kerr. No; that is not correct. Mrs. Johnson called me one 
day and asked me if you, Mr. McDermott, and Mr. Becker could come 
out to see me and I said I would be very glad providing Mr. Monroney 
and the rest of the committee knew about this visit, because prior to 
that time I had an unannounced visit from you, Mr. McDermott. I 
did not know you were coming or anything else, had not been called 
by you. 

I said to Mrs. Johnson at the time, “I am suffering from a little food 
poisoning today so I don’t want to see him today, but if he will talk 
to Mr. Monroney and find out whether that is what he wants, I will 
be very glad to see him any other time.” 

Mr. McDermorr. And then on April 6 you wrote the emanate 
advising that you had been advised by your physician that morning 
that he would allow you to appear be fore the subcommittee 2 

Miss Kerr. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermort. I have no further questions at this time, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. No questions, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. | have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Henninas. No questions, 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. As I recall the testimony of Mrs. Miller, she 
indicated that the order to start the presses on the tabloid came from 
Senator McCarthy’s office, and I wondered if you knew anything about 
how that was given or transmitted to the Times-Herald. 

Miss Kerr. Order to start the presses on the tabloid ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes; as I recall the testimony. I cannot give 
it to you in exact words, but we asked her the direct questions as to 
how the production started, the printing of it. 

Miss Kerr. I can’t help you out on that. IT don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. You have no knowledge on who gave the order 
to print the tabloids, and so far as you know, the idea of the tabloid 
publication was sort of a multiple idea of a great many people that 
were interested in the campaign / 

Miss Kerr. It was. That is correct. Now I remembe r when I 
talked to Mr. Mundy he was very interested in getting the facts across 
to the people in Maryland and, you know, the thing is I have read the 
accounts in the newspapers, the thing that has bothered me because 
I vot some of the material, the source material together for this tab- 
loid, is that this is a very truthful piece of literature, that the truth 
may hurt many times, but every single article in that has come from 

some reputable person or some newspaper and certainly Mr. Tydings 
has not been—there are no lies about Mr. Tydings in this tabloid. I 
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think it is the kind of campaign literature that we should almost look 
for because I think the truth should be taken to the voters. 

Senator Monroney. If that be true, this committee has made a 
definite diligent search in trying to find somebody that would stand 
up and take the definite responsibility for issuing it, and so far every 
body has backed away from it and we really still are trying to find 
somebody that will stand up and say, “This is my production, this is 
my idea, this is what I said to do.” 

Miss Kerr. Lam not familiar with the testimony you have had from 
other witnesses, but I do really think—I saw many of these hearings 
and I have read the complete testimony, and Mr. Tydings has not 
been done an injustice at all by this. There were so many things left 
out of this tabloid that it could have been much more dam: wing, 

Kor instance, at one point Mr. Morris offered Mr. Tydings the 
Theodore Geiger case. Mr. Tydings said, “No; we don’t have time 
for that today. Give it to someone else.” Well, now those sort of 
things should be taken to the people of his State. 

Senator Monroney. I believe that did come out later in an ad in 
Baltimore, Md. 

Miss Kerr. I am saving that is the type of thing that could have 
in here. It should have gone in in addition, I think. 


rone 


Senator Monroney. That is only a tabloid. 
Miss Kerr. But I mean there are so many other things. There are 
witnesses who should have been called. Now he was given a list, 


think, of about 35 witnesses and he made no effort to call up before 
his committee. That did not LO into the tabloid. Those are thines 
which would have made it very much stronger. I think it is a very 
conservative piece oO} literature. 

Senator Monroney. In the fabrication of the tabloid, did you have 
many conferences with Mr. Jonkel 

Miss Kerr. Don’t call it fabrication. 

Senator Monroney. Well, | mean the preparation, we will say. 

Miss IK RR. Did ] have Mian conferences with Mr. Jonkel over the 
tabloid / 

Senator Monroney. Over the tabloid. 

Miss Kerr. No. I had some conversations with him. 

Senator Monroney. It was not mentioned ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Oh, yes, we had conversations. 

Senator Monroney. That this material was to be prepared, re 
vritten, and shaped up. 

Miss Kerr. We discussed it but there weren't many times we dis 
cussed it. , 

Senator Monroney. You would not want the committee to be 
lieve Mr. Jonkel did not know about the tabloid and he was not vitally 
interested in it / 

Miss Kerr. Certainly he knew about it. 

Senator MonRONEY. And Mr. Jonkel and yourself and others in 
terested in the Maryland campaign were vitally interested in seeing it 
completed and distributed ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Yes. No; my only point in mentioning what I did about 
the tabloid is I think it is one of the big things that your committee 
is studying, the type of literature that goes out in a campaign, and 
I think that it is important when you have a piece of literature that 
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is truthful to say it is truthful and not say it is a bad piece of litera- 
ture. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennings. Miss Kerr, do you believe that the tabloid was 
entirely too restrained and did not tell sufficiently the story against 
Senator Tydings in the campaign? Did you express your interest by 
complaining of its moderateness to anybody / 

Miss Kerr. It was not my job to complain, [ mean— 

Senator Henninas. You did not say— 

Miss Kerr. I was not in that 

Senator FLENNINGS (continuing). It was too moderate ¢ 

Miss Kerr. | was not in the position where | was consulted on it, 
what was going into the tabloid. 

Senator LlenNINGs. Yi. u vouchsafed no suggestions about iI 

Miss Kerr. I would very much have liked to have seen this section 
that I read to you, the conversation between Mr. Browder and Mr. 
‘Tydings. I beheve I said at the time 1 was sorry that did not go in. 
1 think that was important. 

Senator bis NNINGS. kexcuse me. Were you evolng to complete your 
answer 

Miss Kerr. That finishes it. 

Senator Hennineés. | believe you told us that you thought the pie 


ture or the representation or the « Ol posite so called did Mr. Pydings a 


favor / 

Miss Krrr. Well, I do not think it did him nia I hand t 
and let you read this ¢ 

Senator Hennings. I have read it. 

Miss Kerr. 1 think that it, certainly, did not do him any injustice. 
| think 

Senator HENNINGs. But you said it did him a favor. In what re 
spect did it do him a favor ? 

Miss Kerr. Because it did not tell the story, the conversation be 
tween himself and Mr. Browder. This is much milder than the con 
versation he and Mr. Browder had together. 

senator LlieNNLINGs. Who do you think Was responsible fo. such Colm 
mendable restrait in not telling he whole story unfavorable to Mr. 
lydings; you were close enough to the campaign to know that this was 
a gloves-off fight, and who was it, who was the sissy in this crowd whe 
did not want the whole story told¢ Mr. Jonkel perhaps, who was 
responsible for the failure to get out and really hit and hit hard with 
this tabloid ¢ 

Miss I RR. There are four pages in this. | presume if there ware 
Ss pages, a lot more of these things could have been said. I call it 


} 
nis to vou 


conservative, because I say it is the truth. 

Senator HeNNINGs. So having only 4+ pages we have only a watered 
down version ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Now, Mr. Hennings—— 

Senator Hennines. Of pablum, sO LO speak, that does not really 
get out and hit where it should hit, is that about your view of it/ 

Miss Kerr. I was merely trying to offer you my opinion from having 
worked on this thing, and trying to be of help to you. 

Senator Hennings. Yes. 


SHG70 m1 72 
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Miss Kerr. Because I do think it is the type of literature that should 
go out in campaigns. The voters should be told the truth about what 
is going on, and certainly this did it. 

Senator HenninGs. You have stated that you think this is a form 
of rather innocuous discussion of the issues. 

Miss Kerr. Those are your words. They are not my words. 
think it is a very—— 

Senator Hennines. Do I misstate your conclusion ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I think it is a very good piece of campaign literature. 
There is a lot of information that should have been gotten across. 

Senator Henprickson. I think my distinguished ‘friend from Mis- 
souri is putting words in the witness’ mouth. 

Senator Hennings. I am just asking questions. 

Miss Kerr. I think you know, Mr. He nnings, it might be a good idea 
if we took this tabloid, if you took this tabloid and took some of the 
material that was used in Senator Taft’s campaign in Ohio, and some 
of the other States. 

Senator Hennines. You mean by the Republicans in my State, for 
example ? 

Miss Kerr. [ understand you had a very conservative campaign in 
your State. 

Senator Henninas. Have you seen this? 

Miss Kerr. I believe I heard that you and your opponent—— 

Senator Hennines. Do you see the dead bodies and the gangsters? 

Miss Kerr. The part that I heard of your campaign was that you 
and your opponent pretty much complimented each other up and down 
the State. 

Senator Hennincs. ] just wondered whether you could consider 
this as rather modest. 

Miss Kerr. Compared to this I think. 

Senator Hennines. You think so? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Well, we are getting into the field of argument. 
So that as this went out, I hope I do not misconstrue or misstate your 
statements, Miss Kerr, you think that this was not sufficiently strong 
and did not sufficiently present—— 

Miss Kerr. Well, now, I think there are many more things that 
could have gone into it. I think 35 witnesses that Tydings did not 
bring up should have been in. He turned down the Geiger case, and 
did not want it. I think that should have been there. The questions 
that Senator Lodge raised should have gone into it. Tydings did not 
doit. Asa matter of fact, he did not print those particular pages from 
the hearings until it was brought to his attention on the Senate floor. 

I think all of those things should have gone into it, because that is 
part of the picture of what he did during the investigation. 

Senator ty nnINGS. So that, do I misquote | you when I say that you 
said you thought this was doing Senator Tydings a favor ? 

Miss Kerr. Now you are twisting something there, Mr. Hennings. 
I said—— 

Senator Hennines. Did you not say that? 

Miss Kerr. We are talking about the composite picture. I said it 
certainly did not do him an injustice. When you go over these hear- 
ings and here is Mr. Tydings saying to a Communist, “T think perh: ips 
you are defeating the purpose of this committee by failing to answer, 
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here he is talking to a Communist, how would a Communist defeat 
the purpose of a committee by answering the way he did? 

Senator HenNiNGs. So that is what you meant when you said you 
thought this was ~~ Mr. Tydings a favor? 

Miss Kerr. Yes, from the hea rings there is so much more damaging 
than that picture. That picture does not tell the stovy of that con- 
versation at all. That is a lazy man’s way of doing it. Should have 
had the testimony. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Would you care to rest for just a moment? 

Miss Kerr. No, no; that is all right. 

Senator Monroneéy. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. Miss Kerr, I think I understood you to say you 
felt that everything in the tabloid was factual, was the truth. 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Smirn. Do you yourself know for a fact that all of the 
material in that tabloid is absolutely true ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I can go over it point by point with you. Tam sure 
let me see—eve ry part initistrue. T he |, ydings sponsor ing the Lat- 
timore lectures. I believe this committee has been given a photostat 
showing that Mr. Tydings and Alger Hiss, and 1 cannot remember 
the other people, sponsored a series of four lectures that were oiven 
in Baltimore. There is a photostat that shows that. 

Here is Mr. Lodge complaining about the fact that 35 pages were 
omitted from the printed version of the hearing. ‘That is something 
Mr. Lodge said on the floor of the Senate. I do not think that is 
scurrilous. I think Mr. Lodge Was doing a very wood job when he 
told the Senate that. 


Here is an editorial compared with many of the other editorials 
that is very mild on the front page. 
Here is a case of a Congressional Record, September 23, which is 


an excerpt from the speech of Senator McCarthy. 

Senator Smiru. Would you be willing just to look it over page by 
page and tell me whether there is any untruth in it 4 

Miss Kerr. There is no untruth in this tabloid. 

Senator Smiru. Miss Kerr, did you hear Mr. Jonkel object to the 
use of that tabloid? 

Miss Kerr. No. As a matter of fact, I did not talk to Mr. Jonkel 
about it, you know. 

Senator Sarru. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Henderickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. I have just one or two more questions. 

After Mr. Jonkel and Mr. Alben Bentley had been guests in your 
home, were you present when Senator Butler visited with Mr. Bentley 
at a later time? 

Miss Kerr. I believe Mr. Butler and Mr. Bentley had a meeting, 
got together; yes. 

Senator Monroney. You were not present ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes; I was with them. 

Senator Monroney. You were present é 
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Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. At that time? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Would you care to relate te the committee the 
substance of what the conference was for ? 

Miss Kerr. Mr. Jonkel, or Mr. Bentley, wanted to meet Mr. Butler, 
wante “d to see what kind of a person he was. He was curious to see this 
man who was going to run against Mr. Tydings. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Bentley is, i believe. a manufacturer at 
present in Detroit, Mich., is he not ¢ 

Miss Kerr. He has a business in Michigan. I do not know what 
it is. 

Senator Monroney. What previous employment has he had? 

Miss Kerr. Mr. Bentley ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Miss Kerr. He was a member of the State Department at one time 

Senator Monroney. He was in the State Department ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. What field was he associated with ? 

Miss Kerr. He was overseas for the State Department. I do not 
exactly know what. 

Senator Monroney. For many years ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I believe so. 

Senator Monroney. And when did he leave the State Department ? 

Miss Kerr. He resigned from the State Department. 

Senator Monroney. He resigned from the State Department ? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. About how long ago? 

Miss Kerr. I could not tell you when. 

Senator Monroney. A good many years ago or just shortly, reeently, 
the past last 3 or 4 years ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Last 3 or 4 vears, J guess. 

Senator Monroney. The . ast 3 or 4 years? 

Miss Kerr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Do you know anything about the circumstances 
of his resignation from the State Department ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No: I don’t. 

Senator Monroney. Whether there was any disagreement there ? 

Miss Kerr. I do not know. All T know is he resigned from the 
State Department. He feels very, very strongly about this issue of 
COMMNUTLIS I. 

Senator Monroney. He has been fairly in close contact with your 
office, I think, in the past: has he not ¢ 

Miss Kerr. He has been in and out of the office. 

Senator Monroney. Over a period of what time / 

Miss Kerr. Let’s see. a number of months. 

Senator Monronry. Has he ever sponsored any broadcasts for 
Senator Met arthy ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I couldn't tell vou the details of that. 

Senator Monroney. You do not know that? Has he ever been help 
ful in the employment of any investig ating personne! of any kind ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know the Senator’s business on those ‘things. 

Senator Monroney. Is he in Washington at the present time, or 
does he live in Michigan / 
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Miss Kerr. He has a home in Washington. I do not know whether 
he is here or not. 

Senator Monroney. Do you know of any other money that was 
placed in this campaign or other campaigns by Mr. Bentley ‘ 

Miss Kerr. No; I do not. 

Senator Monroney. To your knowledge, the only money that he 
put up was the $5,000 check which was delivered ¢ 

Miss Kerr. That is all 1 know about. 

Senator Monronry. And was there any discussion as to what that 
check should be used for, when it was delivered ¢ 

Miss Kerr. I don’t know the circumstances. 

Senator Monroney. You said you were not there / 

Miss Kerr. I do not know the circumstances of his giving the che 
or anything like that. 

senatol MOoONRONEY. You do hot beleve that there Was any other 
assistance In this campaign given by Mr. Bentley, do you, to your 
knowledge ¢ 

Miss KERR. I do hot know anything about his connections. 

Senator Monronery. During the conversation with Senator Butler 
with Mr. Bentley, you do not know whether anything was discussed 
about his attitude toward the State Department é 

Miss Kerr. No: I was talking to Mrs. Butler at the time. I do no 
know what their conversation was. 

Senator Monronry. One thing that I would like to see if we could 
clean up. Mrs. Lee, in her testimony—would you like to rest / 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Senator Monron} in Mrs. Lee, in her test WMNony stated that in closi or 
out the account of about, I think, a thousand or 31.200 was turned over 
to some of the employees, she indicated, in your office, and L wonder if 
you knew about that money. 

Miss Kerr. It was not oiven to me. 

Senator Monroney. You do not know where the money went / 

Miss Kerr. I do not know the details of that. 

Senator Monroney. Whether it was taken over to Mr. Mundy or 
not ? 

Miss Kerr. It was undoubtedly taken over to Mr. Jonkel or some- 
thing. I do not know about it. I mean, I was not involved in that. 

Senator Monroney. In transmitting this money to Mr. Jonkel in- 
stead of Mr. Mundy, the reason for that was because you knew Mr. 
Jonkel better ? 

Miss Kerr. I did not know what Mr. Mundy’s job was. I knew 
he was interested in the campaign, but Jonkel was the only man I 
knew, you know, that I saw in the campaign headquarters. 

Senator Monroney. All of the funds that came to your knowledge 
to deliver were just automatically then delivered through Mr. Jonkel 
instead of through Mr. Mundy as the Maryland law required ? 

Miss Kerr. Well, I did not know, you know; I do not know the 
details. 

Senator Monroney. You were not informed on the Maryland law? 

Miss Kerr. Mr. Jonkel was running the office over there and I 
assumed that he could receive, you know, the campaign funds. He 
seemed to be head of the office. 

Senator Monroney. That is all of the questions I have. 
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Do you have any further questions 

Mr. McDrrmorr. No further questions. 

Senator Henprickson. I would just like as one member of the 
committee to thank Miss Kerr for coming before the committee at 
some considerable physical inconvenience. 

Miss Kerr. That is very nice. 

Senator Henprickson. In clearing some of the doubts that have 
been floating around. 

Miss Kerr. I was very glad to come in. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have a question, Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Just one question that came to mind, Mr. Chairman. 
The telephone conversation that you had with Mr. Fedder in refer- 
ence to Mr. Moore’s visit to Baltimore, when Mr. Fedder spoke to you 
on the telephone, and when you spoke with him, was it a friendly con- 
versation 2 

Miss Kerr. I do not remember it being characterized, you know, any 
particular way. 

Mr. Becker. Well, was there any indication of fright or that he 
was mistreated the night before ¢ 

Miss Kerr. No. 

Mr. Brecxer. Make any complaint of any kind or nature? 

Miss Kerr. I did not know anything about it. He did not tell me 
anything about it. 

Mr. Becxer. That is all. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an observa 
tion, that is, that the rules of the committee be recognized until Miss 
Kerr gets outside of the room; that the pictures be taken now or after 
she is out of the caucus room and that very great care be taken while 
she is going out. I think we can extend that courtesy to Miss Kerr. 

Senator Monroney. Would you like to take photographs at the 
present time, because when Miss Kerr leaves the stand we want to 
be sure that she gets outside. Do any of the photographers wish to 
take any pictures ¢ 

Miss Kerr. Are we finished ? 

Senator Monronery. Are there any further questions / 

May I thank you for coming be fore us. 

Miss Kerr. Yes: thank you. 

Senator Smiru. I must insist that the photographers take the pic- 
tures outside of the room. 

Senator Monroney. Will counsel call the next witness. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Mr. Donald A. Surine, please. 

Senator Monroney. Would you state your name, please? 

Mr. Surtne. Donald A. Surine. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give in this hearing shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DONALD A. SURINE 


Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming back, Mr. 
Surine. 
Mr. Surtne. Thank you. 
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Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Surine, you are the same Donald 
Surine who testified under oath before this subcommittee of the United 
States Senate on March 20 and 21, 1951; is that correct. 

Mr. Surine. I testified here previously. I am not positive of 
the date, yes, but if that is the correct date, that is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. I am reading from page 1487 of the official tran- 
script of the testimony before this subcommittee. On page 1457 you 
were reading from your prepared statement on the occasion of your 
first appearance, and you stated: 

I was connected with the Federal Bureau of Investigation as a clerk and as 
a special agent from 1939 until February 1950. In this same month I resigned 
from the FBI and became an investigator for Senator Joseph McCarthy lam 
still serving in this capacity. 

Do you recall making that statement / 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was that statement true and correct ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now I understand also from your earlier testi 
mony that since the commencement of your employment as an inves- 
tigator for Senator McCarthy that you have been conducting investi- 
gations for him; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Surrne. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Then what, would you tell the subcommittee, was 
the general nature of those invest lorat ions. 

Mr. Surtnr. I tried to explain before, I was employed by Senator 
McCarthy to investigate and obtain witnesses and testimony pertain 
ing to Communists or subversives in the Government. 

Mr. McDermorr. So during the tenure of your e mployme nt by Sen 
ator McC arthy you have been e ‘conducting investigations into the back 
grounds of various individuals whose lovalty has been suspected ; 1 
that correct / 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct ; ves, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Reading from page 1514 of the transcript of your 
earlier testimony, I asked you this question : 

Mr. McDermorr. And how long were you in Baltimore, from May 1945 

Mr. SurineE. From May of 1945 until I resigned from the Bureau in February 
of 1950. 

Mr. McDermorr. So that at the time of the cessation of your employment 
with the Federal Bureau of Investigation you were assigned to the Baltimore 
Md., office; is that correct? 

Mr. Surine. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, what can you tell us about the circumstances of the 
termination of your identification with the Federal Bureau? Was that a volun 
tary resignation? 

Mr. Sukine. That was a voluntary resignation ; yes, sir. 

Mr. McI¥ermorr. Was that for purposes of accepting the employment which 
you now have? 

Mr. Surine. Not originally; no, sir. I had been planning entering the prac- 
tice of law for some time. Washington, I. C., is actually my home. My par 
ents live here and my father is an attorney. I had majored in tax law to a 
certain extent at the law school. 

In February I submitted my resignation to the Bureau with that intention 
in mind and after about a week, while I was going through the process of find 
ing an apartment and moving from Baltimore to here, I was asked by Senator 
McCarthy if I would be willing to work for him as an investigator for a short 
period of time. Iam still working as an investigator. 
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Do you recall those questions being asked of you and the giving of 
those answers ? 

Mr. Scunine. That is correct. I would like to elaborate on that. 
I submitted my resignation voluntarily from the Bureau. TI did not 
volunteer any additional facts surrounding the facts inasmuch as | 
felt that those facts probably were not of interest in investigating 
the Maryland Butler campaign. If there is any feeling on the part 
of the members of the committee that I have either misled them or 
possibly intentionally tried to mislead them, that 1s not so. 

I was with the Bureau a good many vears. And I might state 
here, without going into facts or details which would be of a highly 
confidential nature, that I had the job of developing informants 
and investigating criminal matters in Baltimore and other areas. 

In the course of that I violated certain regulations, certain ques- 
tions of policy, I vot in an argument w ith one of the Bureau oflicials 
during a time when I volunteered the information as to developing 
of a particular informant. 

Thereafter, after returning to my Baltimore office certain questions 
were called to my attention by my special agent in charge which in 
violation of certain Bureau regulations. 

i also learned through him that the Bureau official with whom I 
hac had an argument was demanding sone discip linary action. 

Rather than take a transfer or cut in salary or some other aspect 
along that line of disciplinary action I submitted my resignation 
through my SAC. I voluntarily submitted it. 

I had been talking off and on for several years, inasmuch as IT was 
near my home in the practice of law, of entering the practice of 
law. I voluntarily submitted my resignation. And I don’t have 
the exact dates of correspondence, but I received a letter after that. 
It was a day or two after, whereby the Bureau advised me the date 
that they drop pec me from the pay roll. 

I state here—I would like to state here that my submitting my 
resignation Was entire ly — ary. If there had heen any question 
in my mind as to whether or not there was any serious or substantial, 
what I should say, eatin of misconduct involved, it would have 
been a different matter. 

Thereafter, within a week or 10 days, I think it was, I was in Wash- 
ington and a friend of mine introduced me to Senator McCarthy 
and he asked me if I would go to work with him temporarily. 

I would like to state here also that there has been rumors coming 
to my atte ntion that possibly the committee or some other group of 
people might feel that I intentionally misled the committee. T am 
here to state that that is not my purpose. And that also I would like 
to state here that any facts or details going into that matter I would 
be glad to relate, some of which I feel should be related in executive 
session of this committee because of the fact that it would reveal in- 
formation of a highly confidential nature tothe Bureau. 

I would also lke to state here that my purpose in relating these 
matters in detail is to relieve all question of perjury before this 
committee or any misleading statements. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Surine, I have read you the questions 
that were propounded to you and the answers that you gave under 
oath on the occasion of your earlier testimony. | 
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You state now that you submitted your letter of resignation to the 
Bureau; you advised us at that time that you had voluntarily re- 
signed, 

You state now that you submitted your letter of resignation and 
that some time thereafter you were advised that you had been dropped 
from the Bureau rolls, is that correct ? 

Mr. Surine. I voluntarily submitted my resignation and thereafter 
I received a letter from the Bureau which advised me of the date that 
my name was dropped from the rolls. And that is the only response 
that IT had from the Bureau in the question of voluntarily submitting 
my resignation, 

Mr. McDermorr. Was your voluntary resignation accepted by the 
Bureau / 

Mr. Surtner. That is something that I do not know as of that time. 
I do not know whether or not my resignation was accepted. 

I do know this, I voluntarily submitted my resignation and there- 
after was advised of the date and time, that is, by this letter, a day or 
two later as to when they dropped me from the rolls. That succeeded 
my voluntary submission of my resignation. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you under the im pression that the resigna- 
tion had been accepted and that you were dropped from the rolls ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I had no other impression to receive. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any— 

Mr. Surrne. At that time. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any subsequent ? 

Mr. Surtner, I might point out here, Mr. McDermott, the Bureau is 
a very fine organization. ‘They have very strict rules. For instance, 
take the question of just the handling of Bureau cars. There are 
certain designated people to ride in those cars. If I were driving 
down the street on official business it would be a violation of Bureau 
rules, 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Surine, we are not so much concerned 
with that—we know that the Bureau— 

Mr. Surtne. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr (continuing). Has a very good set of rules. 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. My question is whether subsequent to your being 
advised that you were dropped from the rolls, you made any inquiry 
or had any contact with the Bureau with reference to the status or 
situation concerning your termination ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct, Senators. Two or three weeks later, 
possibly a month later, 1 know it was in the first part of March, after 
I had been to what they call an ex-F BI agents’ dinner and discussed 
the general background facts with fellows who were in the outfit, I 
decided to go into the Bureau and I contacted a friend of mine, In- 
spector Gordon Neese, and related the facts of the matter to him. 
And I wanted to verify as to whether or not my resignation was in the 
file and whether or not or what the status was, and he said he would 
cheek—he would take up the matter and subsequently, I am not sure 
of the exact date, sometime in March, I got a letter from the Bureau 
which was not—that is from—as a result of Gordon Neese, I got a 
letter which was not satisfactory to me. I was busy with MeCarthy’s 
part of the program, working day and night. And I feel certain if I 
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had person: ally gone to Mr. Hoover I could have straightened out the 
question of the satisfactory nature or unsatisfactory nature of that 
letter. 

Now I would like to state here that at the time when I left the Bureau 
I was in the top-bracket salary as an agent in CAF-12, I had had sev- 
eral raises. And also there is in my personnel file a commendatory 
memorandum and in particular I would like to read a letter which 1 
received from Mr. Hoover June 29, 1949. 

It is addressed to me. It says: 

June 12, 1949, marks the completion of your tenth year of service in the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. And I want to extend to you my heartiest congratula- 
tions on this occasion. 

In recognition of this achievement it is my pleasure to present to you the en- 
closed 10-year service-award key. 

You have served the Bureau faithfully and well during your years with the 
organization. Your experience and ability have been of a special value during 
the past 2 years in which the Bureau has expanded so rapidly. I should like for 
you to aceept this key as an expression of my gratitude and appreciation for your 
years of continued loyalty and devotion to duty 

It is my sincere wish that our association together in the FBI will continue for 
many years to come, 

With best wishes and sincerely yours, 

J. EoGAr Hoover. 

Mr. McDrroorr. What is the date of that letter, Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Surtne. The date of that is June 29, 1949. 

Mr. McDermorr. Where were you assigned at that time ? 

Mr. Surtne. I was assigned in Baltimore. I mention and bring up 
the fact of this letter because I believe by innuendo my character and 
reputation has been brought up, at least, implied so, and I feel that in 
showing this letter it will certainly answer the statement of my stand- 
ing and reputation in the Bureau at the time when I decided to volun- 
tarily submit my resignation, which I did. 

Now whether or not the facts which the—the background facts lead- 
ing up to my decision to submit my resignation would have resulted in 
my being fired or discharged, I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. You still take the position to this subcommittee 
under oath that based on all of the knowledge that vou have that you 
voluntarily resigned from the Federal Bureau of Investigation ¢ 

Mr. Surine. I state here, Mr. McDermott, and also Senators, that I 
voluntarily submitted my resignation. I made that decision myself. 
It was over the question as te whether or not in my mind like in the 

sureau certain disciplinary action can be taken in the form of diseip- 
linary transfers and the like. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Surine, were you ever advised that that 
resignation had not been accepted ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Had not o n accepted ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, s 

Mr. Surine. No. I was not advised that it had not been accepts 
The implication that I got from my letter as the result of my contact 
with Inspector Neese implied that I had no further chance to go up 
and see Mr. Hoover. I feel certain that if that be the case, if that wer: 
the case, that if I had discussed my situation in which I voluntarils 
submitted my resignation with the Bureau, I feel certain that it would 
have been straightened out. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like at this time to read 
ito the record and introduce into the record of this subcommittee 
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in connection with the testimony of this witness on the occasion of his 
original appearance on March 20, 1951, and March 21, 1951, and today, 
the following letter from the United States Department of Justice, 
Kederal Bureau of Investigation, Washington, D. C., dated April 
1951, addressed to A. S. Monroney, United States Senate, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 


My Dear SENATOR: With reference to the inquiry directed to this Bureau re 
garding the service records of former Special Agent Donaid A. Surine, I wish to 
advise that he entered on duty as a clerk on June 12, 1939, and was appointed a 
special agent on January 13, 1941, 

On February 9, 1950, Mr. Surine was advised by a communication emanating 
from the Bureau's headquarters that he was being dropped from the rolls of th 
Federal Bureau of Investigation effective at the close of business on Februury 8, 

voU, When his compensatory leave would expire, active duty having ceased 
the close of business on February 7, 1950. 

In this connection Mr. Surine did submit his resignation dated February 
1950, which was not accepted Under date of March 6, 1950, Mr. Surine wa 
idvised by communication that it would not be possible the change the manner 
which he was separated from the Bureau's rolls In this communication 
Surine was advised that the Bureau's action was taken based upon his disrega 
of Bureau rules and regulations, and no facts had been submitted by him 
warrant altering the original action in this case. 

I a'so wish to confirm information already furnished to you orally by one of 
my assistants to the effect that there is no record in the Bureau files retlecting 
uny reports that Mr. Surine has purported to act as a special agent of the FBI 
since the termination of his services in the FBI. 

I trust the foregoing will supply you with the desired information. 

With expressions of highest esteem and best regards. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. Encar Hoover 


I now introduce this letter into the record of the subcommittee. 


Senator Monroney. It will be admitted. 

(The letter referred to was received as exhibit 101 and will be found 
n the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. McDrrmorr. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Surine, during the time that you were in the sery 
ce of the FBI did you receive any other letters of commendation from 

ither your superiors or any others that you came In contact with, 
such as judges and United States attorneys / 

Mr. Surtne. Yes.sir. Idonot know the exact number. There were 
several letters over a period of years. And also what they call speci ial 
efliciency reports commending me especially in connection with the 
iandling of certain cases. I do not have them in my possession. — | 
resume that if the committee asked for them the Bureau would be 
nore than glad to furnish them. 

Mr. Becker. In other words, these commendations or efficiency re 
orts would be in your personnel file, is that right ¢ 

Mr. SuRINE. They should be; yes. ‘They undoubtedly would be; 
ves, sir. 

Mr. Becker. With reference to the inquiry, is there anything that 
vou have not stated by virtue of a question to you that you would like 
o tell this committee, anything further that you would like to either 
furnish this committee in connection with the matter that was just 
rought to your attention / 

Mr. Surtne. Yes. I might say a few words about the communica- 
on received from the Bureau. 
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As I stated before, I made the decision to voluntarily submit my 
se gna which I did. And after that I am not certain, but a day 

‘two after that, I got a letter from the Bureau. The letter did not 
state in there that they were firing me or that they were dismissing 
me with prejudice or anything along that line. 

I do not have the letter with me, but the letter stated—addressed to 
me—that as of a certain date they were dropping me from the rolls 
of the Bureau. 

At that time I assumed and completely so that it was pursuant to 
the submission of my resignation. There was some doubt placed i 
my mind, naturally, when I received an unsatisfactory letter as a 
result of « ontacting Inspector Gordon Neese. l have not carried the 
matter—had time to carry the matter further. So far as that. I feel 
certain at that time and I feel certain now, if I desired to reenter the 
Bureau service I could personally contact Mr. Hoover. I am on 
friendly terms with the officials of the Bureau today. 

Mr. Becker. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson / 

Senator Henprickxson. Do you think you could produce that letter 
‘or the committee’s inspection ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Which one, the letter I got ¢ 

Senator Henprickson. The letter terminating vour services. 

Mr. Surtne. If I could get it from the Bureau; yes, sir. I would 

‘glad to try. 

Senator Hi NDRICKSON. You do not have the original c 

Mr. Surine. No, sir; no, sir. This letter here I might say this, that 
J did not build a file of letters I received over a period of vears from 
the Bureau. As to why. | do not know. I moved from Baltimore to 
Washington. This particular letter here I had saved and I framed it, 
Inasmuch as it contained, marked my 10 years of service with the 
Bureau and also contains complimentary commendatory matters in 
there. Th s letter is the only one | hi: ave. ] could | very ei asily, I be 
lieve, get the letter which I received or a copy thereof from the Bureau. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I would appreciate having 
that letter. 

Senator Monroney. You could supply a copy of that letter for the 
committee’s file, please ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Yes; I will be glad to contact the Bureau. Would you 
prefer to have the Bureau 

Senator Monronry. Counsel will try to obtain a copy of the letter, 
if it is available for you and save you ‘that trouble. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I can get the letter. 

Mr. Surtne. That will be fine. 

Senator Henprickson. J think that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator SmirH. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Surine. I believe you told us that you had 
rumors that this committee might b> interested in the cire umstances 
under which you separated from the FBI, over and beyond the answe! 
which you gave us on the day you last testified here : is that correct, sir ? 

Mr. Surrne. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Where did you hear these rumors? 
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Mr. Surtne. I had been advised by friends of mine that they had 
heard something to the effect over Fulton Lewis’ broadcast that when 
ex-Senator Tydings appeared in executive session before this com 
mittee he had demanded an investigation of me. After friends had 
called that to my attention I could not understand but one thing in 
connection with the Butler campaign, I had done the be t of my ability 
to furnish in great detail that situation. I assumed, then, that the 
only other thing they could possibly inquire into would be my status 
with the Bureau, that is, the circumstances under which I voluntarily 
submitted by resignation. 

I can assure you that if I had been asked the facts or the facts sur 
rounding my submitting my resignation I would have been more than 
glad to furnish those facts. I did not volunteer those facts at that 
time because it did seem to me pertinent to the Butler campaign 
inquiry. 

Senator Hennines. So that the rumors you are telling us about 
were the result of friends telling you that they had heard a broadcast 
by Fulton Lewis, is that it? 

Mr. Surtnr. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And you heard no other rumors or discussion 
relating to the further pursuance of this matter by the committee from 
any ot her source ? 

Mr. Surtne. Not specifically or generally at all, Senator. 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Surine, had you evel had read to you this 
letter of April 3 from Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, or had you been told that 
such a letter existed, by anyone ¢ 

Mr. Surine. No, Senator; I had not. 

Senator Hennines. You had not é 

Mr. Surine. When Mr. McDermott asked me for a reappearance 
here today he advised me that he did not know what the matters that 
they wanted to go into were, and that is all. 

Senator Henpricxson. May I ask, is that the letter that was read 
into the record ¢ 

Senator Hennines. This is the letter that was read into the record. 

Now you submitted your resignation on February 7, 1950, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I am not positive of the exact date, Senator. 

Senator Henninos. To the best of your recollection, not to pin you 
down on the date. 

Mr. Surtne. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henntnes. Do you remember of getting a letter under date 
of March 6 from the Bureau in which you were advised that the manner 
in which you were separated from the Bureau’s rolls could not be 
changed by way of resignation ? 

Mr. Surtne. By way of resignation? Iam sorry, Senator, I recall] 
getting this, I got a letter 

Senator Hennines. To go over it chronologically, Mr. Surine, if 
| may, so that you will be squared away on this, on February 9, 1950, 
you were advised by the Bureau that you were being dropped from 
the rolls according to this letter. 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. 

Senator Hennines. Do you remember that ? 

Mr. Surine. It was a day or two after I had submitted my resig 
nation to the Bureau. 
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Senator Henninos. And after you submitted your resignation you 
were advised by the Bureau that you were being dropped from the 
rolls, is that right ? ? 

Mr. Surtne. In the letter that I got a day or two later, as near : 

I can remember the phraseology, the ‘letter advised me that I was ine 
dropped from the rolls as of a certain date; also I believe it advised 
me that they would inform me of the accrued annual leave, and so forth. 

I think this, I would like to contact the Bureau to have that letter 
produced to the committee. Am I to assume here, Senator, that Mr. 
McDermott will contact the Bureau for that ? 

Mr. McDermorr. We will get all of that correspondence. 

Senator Henninos. Now under date of March 6 you were advised 
by the Bureau that it would not be possible to change the manner in 
whie h you had been separated and you were aulvised by the Bureau 
of the reasons therefor; you remember that, do you? 

Mr. Surtne. I recall. That letter maybe was, probably or un 
doubtedly, the result of the fact that I went in and talked to Inspector 
(iordon Neese, of the Bureau. I might say here that up until shortly 
before I talked to Inspector Neese I had assumed that my resignation 
had been accepted. And then after discussing gener ally the question 
this ex-F BI agents’ dinner that I went to, 1t was in the latter part 

f February, I went in to ascertain from Gordon Neese, Inspector 
Saaiew what the status of my case was, whether my resignation was 
in the file and just exactly whnthat there was any distinction between 
the question of resignation or dropping. He said he would look into 
the matter and that I would receive a letter later. I got that letter, 
read it. It was unsatisfactory to me. 

Of course, during those months I want to say I was working 13, 
20, 22 hours a day. I was all over the country. I have not had a 
chance to go in and discuss the matter further with the Directo: 
personally. 

Senator Hennrnes. Why was it unsatisfactory to you, Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Surrne. It was unsatisfactor y to me because up until that point 
I had assumed my resignation had been accepted, sir, and it indicated 
the words as I see it, were dropped from the st or the status coul 
not be changed—TI am not certain of the phraseology of that letter 
and mentioned the quest ion of viol: ating certain rules. 

Senator Hennings. Do you know a man named Paul Walters—Pai 
Walters? 

Mr. Surtne. The name does not sound familiar. Senator. 

Senator Henninos. Have you ever heard of a man named Pai 
Walters in New York City ¢ 

Mr. Surine. No, sir; not to my recollection. If you could furnis 
me with the background or something that he is sup posed to do. 

Senator Hennines. You were asked this question, Mr. Surine, o 
March 21: 

Senator HENNINGS. Now you separated from the FBI when? 

Mr. Surtne. It was in February of 1950. 

Senator HENNINGS. Now at any time after your separation from the FBI « 
you ever represent to anyone anywhere under any circumstances that you we 
connected with the FBI? 


Was that question asked you and that answer made by you? 
Mr. Surtne. Well, I believe it was. and I may state here IT ha 
never represented to anyone that I am connected with the F BI sinc 
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[ left the Bureau. Now, if you could ask me something about this 
Paul Walters as to who he is supposed to be, apparently, you feel that 
I have talked to him. 

Senator HenNNiNGs. Mr. Surine, I am just trying to find out about 
a matter here that seems to have been covered partially on page 1622. 
Your answer to that question which I just read was: 

No; I have not. 

The next question was: 

Did you ever take part in any investigation as an FBI agent when you were 
not in fact connected with the FBI? 

And the answer was: 

I have not. 


Do you recall an occasion in New York when you went to a car in 
which an FBI agent was seated and asking him to get off the case 
and showing him your 10-year key ? 

Mr. Surine. Oh, yes, ves. I think that can easily- 

Senator Hennings. Tell us about that. 

Mr. Surine. Easily tell you about it. I recall the incident now. I 
do not recall the name. This fellow. if it is the incident I have in 
mind, was at a time when I was dealing with a potential witness or 
informant in connection with Communist matters in New York for 
Senator McCarthy. 

At that time I remember seeing a Bureau car. Now this witness— 
I do not want to reveal confidence—the witness I was dealing with 
claimed he could get documents from the Communist Party movement 
which might be value to Senator McCarthy. The entire transac- 
tion—— 

Senator Henninas. Excuse me, Mr. Surine. Does the name Paul 
Walters mean anything to you now ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. Not to me, not the name itself: no, sir. I remember 
going to seeing in the neighborhood—lI might give you a little more 
bac ‘keround. Prior to that as we have always done, I have advised the 
Bureau, furnished the Bureau over the past year all of the information 
which I though might be of value to them. And in connection with 
that matter, if it isthe one I have in mind, I recall that the information 
of this potential witness, or the one who said he could get documents, 
and so forth, was given directly to the Bureau prior to the time that I 
made a trip to New York to meet that witness. 

At that time the witness was very nervous, very jittery. He felt 
that possib ly he might be under surveillance by the members of the 
Communist movement. That is a little bit more detail possibly. And 
L recall contacting a Bureau agent. 

Now whether that was his name in a Bureau car, at which time he 
was sitting there, he stated that he was, he had this particular witness 
or potential witness, individual, under surveillance. We had pre 
viously contacted Mr. Ladd, Assistant Director of the Bureau, relative 
to that situation. I pointed out that if this is the man you are talking 
about. he admitted he was with the FBI and I pointe d out to him that 
the witness was very nervous, that we were keeping Mr. Ladd of the 
Bureau advised of all of the developments in the case and asked him if 
he could so notify his New York office. 
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I also told him that we had been in contact with Mr. Ladd and that 
we would notify his New York office. They could, in turn, verify that 
statement with Mr. Ladd. I do not know whether that is the incident 
that you are referring to or not. 

Senator Hennines. Did you at that time show your 10-year key 
and your FBI service key ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I showed him my 10-year key, told him I was with 
Senator McCarthy, that we had been in contact with Mr. Ladd. I 
remember that and, naturally, throughout the service | was known to 
a good many fellows, anyway. And when it became known through- 
out the Bureau and in the other field offices that 1 was working with 
Senator McCarthy, why, a good many of my friends, naturally, men- 
tioned my name. 

Senator Hennrincs. This was after March 6, after you had had the 
letter from the Bureau, was it ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. I do not know the exact date. I presume it may have 
been. It was in the—it was sometime, I think, in the latter part cf 
March or April. I can state here again I distinctly remember telling 
him that 1 was with Senator McCarthy’s office now, but that we were 
furnishing Mr. Ladd of the Bureau all of the details. 

Senator Henninos. Did you ever at any time after your separation 
from the service go to the FBI office in Baltimore and make a te lephone 

call in which you said, “This is Don Surine, calling from the FBI 
oflice”’ ? 

Mr. Surrne. I did not: no, sir. 

Senator HENNrINGs. You never did that? 

Mr. Suri ne. No, sir 

Senator HENNINGs. That is all. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Surine, you were in the Bureau a little over 
i0 years, and you probably know a number of other 10-year men, is 
that correct / 

Mr. Surine. Yes. There is a certain percentage, yes; I know 
quite a few of them. 

Mr. McDermorr. What is the practice of the Bureau with refer- 
ence to this l0-year key and the letter of commendation from the 
Director? 

Mr. Surine. As I understand it, each—at the completion of 10 
years of service, depending upon, I suppose—I am not familiar with 

he Bureau administrative practices—l was in what they called an 
saosin rating, had been for several years in the top bracket of 
CAF-12—other agents have gotten, of course, the 10-year key 
awarded to them with the letter. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you know of any agents that have been with 
the Bureau 10 years or more that have not received such a key and 
such a letter ? 

Mr. Surtne. The tone of the letter, I have understood more or less 
by hearsay, Mr. McDermott, varies with the status of the agent and 
what is in his file. That is my understanding. 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. But they all do get a ke vy and a letter? 

Mr. Surtne. They get a key and a letter, yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now in the 10 years that you were with the 
Bureau you had oceasion to become familiar with the jargon of the 
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Bureau; the Bureau, like many other agencies and organizations, has 
a jargon of its own; what was your unde rstanding of ‘the me: ining of 
the words “dropped from the rolls” 

Mr. Surtne. I had us ene. I had never heard of the under- 
standing “dropped from the rolls.” I did not recall being, ever 
having that discussed in my presence. In the Bureau there are three 
classifications, as I understand it: resigning, firing, and a firing with 
prejudice, 

Mr. McDermorr. You had never heard of anyone being dropped 
from the rolls? 

Mr. Surtne. No, sir. 

Mr. McDerMorr. Prior to the writing of your letter of resignation 
dated February 7, 1950, did you yeh any conversation with your 
superiors in the Bureau, your SAC, or r others concerning the termi- 
nation of your services / 

Mr. Surtne. Concerning, no. As I stated, and as it actually hap- 
pened, I had an argument over the question of the development of 
a certain informant. IT was asked when I was back for in-service 
training—I had a reputation of having developed informants—I 
volunteered, I was asked to furnish the facts concerning, leading up 
to the development of such an informant. Incidentally, the informant 
is serving the Bureau today in a very valuable capacity. At which 
time it resulted in an argument between myself and a Mr. Moore in 
the Bureau. And, thereafter, on my return to my field office, IT had 

discussion with ny special agent in charge. He stated that there 
had come to his attention certain violations of the Bureau rules by me. 

I cdliscussed it with him. I understood from him that Mr. Moore 
was contemplating some disciplinary action. 

I did not desire to be transferred or cut. I had also been intending, 
being near my home, for some time, off and on, to leave the Bureau 
and practice law, 

I discussed with him the facts, and I told him T then decided I 
would submit my resignation, frankly, rather than take any disci 
plinary action over violation of some rule. 

Mr. McDermorr. But at the time you wrote that letter of resig- 
nation, you knew that this disciplinary action against you was being 
contemplated by the Bureau ? 

Mr. Surtne. I will put it this way: I was advised that disciplinary 
action might be forthcoming. There was no certainty of 1 

Now whether or not, Mr. McDermott, I submitted my resignation, 
[ might say this, that my special agent in charge was very disap 
pointed over the fact that I did submit my resignation. I neverthe- 
less submitted it. We had worked together on quite a few tough 
eases. And as to whether or not they would have fired me or what 
their action would have been, I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you working at that time, or shortly prior 
thereto, with an agent by the name of H. Branch Wood ¢ 

Mr. Surtne. H. Branch Wood ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Surtnr. No; not specifically assigned. We had what we called 
a criminal squad in which we handled such crimes as white slave. 
bank rob bery, and the like. Te a period of 3or4 years I had worked 
with not only H. Branch Wood, but others. 


n6TO—H5l 73 
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Mr. McDermorr. You referred in your testimony a little earlier 
this afternoon to the Ex-F BI Agents Association. Is that a formal 
organization identified with the Federal Bureau of Investigation ¢ 

Mr. Surine. It is not identified. There are approximately between 
five and ten thousand ex-F BI agents in the United States, and as to 
exactly when that organization was formed, I do not know. I under- 
stand, of course, from hearsay about 10 years ago. 

The purpose of the society, it has been given to me, is to take those 
agents, ex-F BI agents who they desire to bring into the service, those 
who have not what they call a bad record in the Bureau or those who 
are desirable to join. They are considered in this manner: I might 
say membership in this society is considered in this manner. Your 
name is proposed and then your name is circulated throughout all of 
at members of the society throughout the United States as to whether 

‘not you yourself would be a desirable addition to the society. This 
ismy membership card. I can show it to you. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I know that you are a member—you are a member. 

Mr. Surrne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. But that organization is an entity separate and 
apart and wholly distinct from the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
is it not? 

Mr. Surtne. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Surine, I believe you said you submitted 
your resignation on February 7, 1950 ¢ 

Mr. Surrne. I do not ree all ext actly. 

Senator Monroney. That is the information we have here. 

Mr. Surtne. It was a day or two prior to my receiving this letter 
from the Bureau advising that they had drop ped me and the termi- 
nation date and so forth. 

Senator Monroney. Was your resignation to become effective im- 
mediately ? 

Mr. Surtne. My resignation—I remember typing it up in the office, 
and I am not certain now whether I used the word “immediately.” 
I said, I think, it should be in my file, the exact wording, but I do not 
think there was any date, effective date on it; no, sir. 

Senator Monroney. But the notice that you received on February & 
from the FBI was that you were termin: ited, dropped from the rolls 
immediately, is that correct, and your terminal leave would begin 
torun? 

Mr. Surtne. The one on the 9th, my—— 

Senator Monroney. The 8th, I think it was. 

Mr. Surine. I do not know what the date—the exact date, it was a 
day or two after. Going back, I submitted voluntarily, I submitted 
my resignation to the Bureau. In fact, it was an immediate resigna 
tion. Anda day ortwo after that I received this letter. 

Senator Monroney. That you were being dropped from the rolls? 

Mr. Surtne. Advising me that my name was being dropped from 
the rolls and that something to the effect that they would at a later 
date furnish the amount of accrued annual leave. 

Senator Monroney. Nothing in that letter to indicate the accept- 
ance of your resignation ? 

Mr. Surrne. No, sir. 
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Senator Monronry. Then you did receive on March 6 the further 
letter stating that you had been dropped from the rolls ? 

Mr. Surrne. Dropped from the rolls, as I recall. 

Senator Monroney, That was the time, I believe, you testified that 
you realized that your resignation had not been acc epted and the record 
was not satisfactory to you ! 

Mr. Surtne. That is when I realized that definitely there was some 
cloud over the question of that matter and it was unsatisfactory ; yes, 
sir. 

Now, I am not certain, Sen: itor, whether or not in that letter they 
used again the word “dropped.” I wish I had it here to produce it. 
It was to the effect that my status with the Bureau, leaving the Bureau, 
could not be changed or was not changed because of lack—there was 
something over the violation of Bureau rules, something like that. 

Senator Monroney. But from March 6 on you knew that that was 
the situation and that your resignation was not the thing that caused 
your terminaticn ? 

Mr. Surine. I was not certain. Iwas notcertain. And at the time 
when I received that letter, Senator, I decided that I would at some 
future time go in and discuss the matter personally with Mr. Hoover, 
Director of the Bureau. I have not done so. If at the time when 
Mr. McDermott asked me if I had voluntarily submitted my resigna- 
tion, which I did, if I had felt that the committee would desire 
to have the full facts surrounding that, I would have been more than 
glad to have furnished them to the committee. I did not feel that they 
were of interest to the Maryland Butler campaign or the inquiry 
there. 

Senator Monroney. Well, that not only h: appene d in regard to Mr. 
McDermott’s question, but it also happened in your own prepared 
statement with which you preceded your testimony in which you were 
setting forth to this committee your qualifications and background. 

Mr. Sure. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. And at that time in your own pores state- 
ment you definitely said you had resigned from the FBI 2 years or 
year subsequent to what you tell us today that you cS »w that the 
termination was not satisfac tory to you. 

Mr. Surrne. I am not certain even today, Senator, what my per 
sonnel file showed. I might say here that none of the personnel of the 
Bureau are allowed to look at the files, the personnel files. They are 
probably considered to be, by the Bureau, even more secret or more 
confidential than even their own investigative files. And I do not know 
what exactly my files show. I have not looked at it. I have not been 
advised in any detail as to just what it shows. 

Senator Monroney. But vou did know from March 6, 1950, that it 
was unsatisfactory as far as you were concerned ¢ 

Mr. Surine. The answer was rather cloudy, yes, and all I know 
again is that I voluntarily submitted my resignation, Senator. | 
got a letter a day or two later advising me that I was dropped from 
the rolls. There was no certainty in my mind and there is not today 
as to exactly what is shown in that file. I have not seen the file, 
Senator. 

Senator Monroney. But the correspondence you had made is rather 
definite and certain that it was not acceptance of the resignation, but 
the dropping of your name from the rolls. 
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Mr. Surine. I do not know what that means, you see, what the 
word “dropping” means. Ido not know. 

Senator Monroney. But you stated that you felt the letter of March 
6, 1950, was an unsatisfactory conclusion to the matter; you told this 
committee th: at as far as you were concerned. 

Mr. Surtne. That is correct. It was an unsatisfactory letter. And 
if the committee would so desire, I will be glad to go into the details, 
facts, surrounding the whole situation. 

Senator Monroney. You have told us already that most of the 
reasons was disagreement with the superior officer regarding 
part of the training program, I believe. 

Mr. Surine. It was a disagreement, first. I had an argument o: 
discussion over the question of the development of an informant which 
involved my taking a practical means to a desired result. The in- 
formant today is still serving as a criminal informant, Senator, in a 
very valuable capacity. And I am certain that the Bureau will tell 
you that. I have been advised through other agents in the service 
that he is. He took issue with me. I violated certain technical Bureau 
rules in connection with the development of that informant. 

On my return to the field I was advised by my SAC that other 
certain violations, which I took for practical results, of the rules has 
come to his attention. He stated he discussed the matter with me 
and advised me that he thought that Johnny Moore of the personnel 
would be taking some disciplinary action. 

Now in the Bureau that can mean transfer, cut, or what have you. 

I felt that it was unjustified in my own mind and, therefore, I 
voluntarily submitted my resignation, Senator, and sent it in. 

Senator Monroney. You made no effort to appeal to Mr. Hoove 
at that time ? 

Mr. Surine. Novsir: no sir, I did not. 

Senator Monroney. Did you appeal to anyone at that time? 

Mr. Surtnr, No, I did not. I determined this in my own ae 
that after 10 years or 11 years of being in different parts of the United 
States I was closest to my home, my wife’s home, and that I would 
then leave. I intended fully to go into the practice of law here in 
Washington at that time. Now whether or not without the submission 
of my resignation I a | have been fired or what disciplinary action 
would have hee 1h) take? ] Ce do not know, Se nator. 

Senator Soa I see. 

Mr. Becker, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Becker. None, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman, I just would like to ask one 
question. 

Mr. Surine, I think you will agree with me that if you had given 
us this explanation when you previously appeared before the com- 
mittee, we would all be in a much more comfortable position at the 
moment 

Mr. Surrne. That is correct, Senator. And Im: iy say here, you will 
recall I was questioned for about five hours and a half on the matter. 
I felt this, and I state here again, I responded truthfully. I stated 1 
voluntarily submitted my resignation. As far as I knew that was so 
I got a letter later. I agree with you if I had felt that it was of interest 
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to the committee in the investigation of the Maryland Butler cam- 
pafgn that I should volunteer the additional facts, I would have been 
more than glad to do so, insofar as it would not be violative of con- 
fidential information with the Bureau. 

(The documents were received and are on file with the committee as 
exhibit 102, Hoover letter to Edward McDermott dated April 11, 
1951; exhibit 103, Surine letter of resignation dated February 7, 1950; 
exhibit 104, Hoover letter to Surine dated February 9, 1950; and ex- 
hibit 105, Hoover letter to Surine dated March 6, 1950.) 

Senator Henprickson. I understand from your testimony today 
you are perfectly willing to come before the committee in executive 
session / 

Mr. Surine. I am perfectly willing to come before the committee 
in executive session and relate the facts in great detail. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. No questions. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings ? 

Senator Hennines. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott? 

Mr. McDermorr. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. That will be all. Thank you very much for 
coming back before the committee. 

Mr. McDermorr. Our next witness is Mr. vom Baur. 

Senator Monroney. I believe sei vom Baur is inthe room. We had 
pl: anned to sc hedule him for tod: ay or tomorrow. If it is convenient, 
we would appreciate your giving your testimony today. 

Are you prepared, Mr. vom Baur ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. State your name, please. 


TESTIMONY OF F. TROWBRIDGE VOM BAUR 


Mr. vom Baur. My name is F. Trowbridge vom Baur. I will give 
you my ard. 

Senator Monron! Y. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to vive in this will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help vou God? 

Mr. vom Baur. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before us. 
We appreciate your coming in today, rather than tomorrow. We 
are trying our best to expedite the hearings and complete our list of 
witnesses. 

Do you have any prepared statement that vou want to make? 

Mr. vom Bau rk. Mr. Chairman, Mr. McDermott called me up a 
little before 2 o’clock and he stated that the committee wanted me to 
come here and tell them of my connection with this investigation. 
So Lam here prepared to do just that. 

I have written a few little words which I will read in the interest of 
brevity. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. vom Bavr. A few days prior to February 20 my law partner, 
Ralph Becker, told me that he wanted to be minority counsel for this 
subcommittee. 
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He further stated that this post came to him on extremely short 
notice; that the majority counsel and three investigators had been 
working full time on the Democrat side of the presentation for some 3 
rv 4 months and that the amount of preparation to be done in the time 
available was enormous, and that he would need my help. 

After he was appointed we had another conversation in which he 
stated that he had talked to Senator Hendrickson and had been fully 
authorized to use any assistance I could give him and, in fact, the 
assistance of our office generally. 

In the past Ralph Becker and I have worked closely together on a 
number of ventures, in addition to practicing law together, and I told 
him that, of course, I would be very glad to help him to the extent of 
the time that I would have available. 

\ day or two later Ralph Becker came in with some copies of por- 
tions of the committee files and I said, without looking at them, that 
even though I had been specifically authorized to help him with all 
that that necessarily involved, that is, all that assistance in the case 
involved, going into the committee files might involve my having ac- 
cess to confidential information and that I thought that should be 
brought specifically to the attention of the committee and specifically 
authorized by it. 

He agreed with me. And the next day he came back and said that 

had cleared with Senator Hendrickson and that I was specifically 
cites to see any committee files that Ralph Becker might bring 
to the office or otherwise have. 

Senator Henprickson. For the record I would like to make it per- 
fectly clear. As the committee well knows from statements I have 
made before the committee, my authorization to Mr. Ralph Becker, 
because of the time factors to which you have referred, so far as the 
minority was concerned, Pe so far as I can see, he was completely 
authorized to use anyone in whom he had complete confidence. No 
specific names were me ntioned, I can assure you. Now, I assume, not 
to get into any special argument, Mr. Becker interpreted that to mean 
to use anybody in whom he had confidence. 

I just wanted that to appear in the record. 

Mr. vom Baur. Senator, you understand I was no party to any con 
versations that you had with him. I was up here for several days 
during the early part just attending the hearings, but I only had one 
conversation with you, sir, when Ralph Becker introduced me to you 
the second or third d: ay of the he: aring, : and he stated to you, as I re 
call, that I was helping him with the hearing and you expressed some 
brief word of appreciation. It was a very quick, fast meeting. 

Senator Henprickson. He may have said that, but I just wanted 
the record to show what our relat ionships were. 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir. You understand that I am trying to make 
the record show what my relationship was with Mr. Becker 

Senator Smiru. In order to keep the record straight, I would like 
to include in the record here that I was never contacted by anyone 
of the committee, nor either of the counsel, as to Mr. vom Baur’s 
participation as an assistant to the minority counsel. 

Senator Monronry. You may continue. 

Mr. vom Baur. Shall I proceed, sir? 

Senator Monronry. Yes. 
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Mr. vom Baur. At the outset, Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee, before I did any work, certainly, of any consequence in 
the case, Ralph Becker told me that he was going to be busy at the 
hearings, that is, every day he would have to be up ) here working with 
members of this committee and examining or cross-examining wit- 
nesses and that he would not have time to do that and also to inter- 
view witnesses himself, and that he wanted me to help him with the 
interviewing of the witnesses to find out what they were going to say. 

Hence my work in this investigation has consisted principally of 
two phases: First, interviewing witnesses, and, second, discussing 
with Ralph the over-all problems of the investigation from the 
minority counsel standpoint. 

Mr. McDermott said 2 or 3 hours ago that he wanted to know what 
witnesses I had interviewed, whether I had prepared any memo- 
randa, and whether I had access to copies of subcommittee files. 

As nearly as I can recall on such short notice, the witnesses I talked 
with are as follows: Jonkel, Smith, Mrs. Van Dyke, Purnell, Free- 
man, Peterson, Mrs. Berndt, Surine, Moore, Kiermas, and Stock- 
bridge. 

Also at Mr. MeDermott’s ip ey and on behalf of this subcom- 
mittee, I also talked briefly to Mr. Mundy on the telephone shortly 
before he testified and asked jai to bring with him certain records 
to aid and assist him with his testimony. 

Senator Monrongey. Who was that / 

Mr. vom Baur. Mr. Mundy in Baltimore; yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Now I may have talked to other witnesses. Frankly, I do not 
have the complete list before me. I would have to go over the entire 
list and check each one to be sure whether I have talked to any of 
them or not. 

Also most of my contacts with these witnesses was by telephone, 
and some of those with whom I talked by telephone I have never seen 
in person. 

Frankly, I could not devote too much time to it, because we also 
have a law practice to carry on. 

I may say, however, that I rarely went into details of the testimony 
of any of the witnesses. 

As for memoranda, I have prepared various memos for Ralph 
Becker, outlining questions to be asked on cross-examination of 
witnesses, but no digest of testimony of witnesses who have testified, 
so far as I can recall. 

I have prepared one digest of testimony of a possible future wit- 
ness, and I have it with me in case you wish it, but no decision has 
as vet been reached to call the witness, and I think the probability 
is that the witness will not be called. ‘ 

I also have another memo on a possible subject of future testimony 
which you may, of course, have if you want it, and which I have not 
yet give nto Mr. Becker. 

As for the committee files, I do not believe that I have ever seen 
any original files, but I have seen copies of some of the investigators’ 
reports. And, so far as I ean recall, that is all I have seen. 

Now, Mr. McDermott also told me—I made some notes while he 
was talkine—that this committee wants to ask me something in con- 
nection with the school of polities of the Republican National Com- 
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mittee in Maryland and some other States. It is a little obscure to 
me as to the particular interest this committee may have in that, inas- 
much as I was not involved in the Butler campaign, but if there are 
any questions which the committee wishes to ask me about that or 
about anything else, I am here to answer them. 

Senator Monronry. We appreciate that very much, Mr. vom Baur. 

The counsel, at the request of the committee, is going to ask some 
questions, and they will be followed later by the members of the 
committee itself, 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the testimony 
of Mr. vom Baur, at this time I would like to have inserted and incor 
porated in the record in connection with this testimony a brief 
biographical sketch of his legal background. 

Senator Monroney. That will be done. 

(The biographical sketch of F. Trowbridge vom Baur is as follows :) 


SIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH OF F.. TOWBRIDGE vom BatrR 


Born: Riverton, N. J., 1908. 

B. A., Amherst College, 1929. 

L. L. B., Harvard Law School, 1982. 

Associate law firm: Milbank, Tweed & Hope, 15 Broad Street, New York, N. Y., 
1933-1942 

Counsel and business manager: Mission Sanitaire Americaine, of the Coordi 
nator of Inter-American Affairs, Republic of Haiti, 1942-1945, 

Regional counsel for the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs 
and its operating corporations in Central America and Panama, 1945-146, 

Now member of Becker & Walsh, Dupont Circle Building, Washington, D. C 

Special assistant attorney general, State of Louisiana, 1950 

Author, Federal Administrative Law, 2 volumes, 1942, with introduction by 
Roscoe Pound, formerly dean of the Harvard Law School. 

Chairman, American Bar Association Committee on Administrative Practi 
tioners and Administrative Ethies, 1951, 

Member. also: New York State Bar Association, Association of Bar of City 
of New York, American Society of International Law, District of Columbia Bar 
Association. 

Mr. McDermorr. You indicate that you had occasion to contact 
Mr. Jonkel. Do you recall when the occasion of your first contact with 
Mr. Jonkel might have been ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Will you explain what you mean by “contact” ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Visit with him or telephone conversation with 
him, any contact with him. 

Mr. vom Baur. In connection with this investigation / 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. vom Baur. The first time I saw Mr. Jonkel—I may say I have 
seen him twice altogether in connection with this investigation, except 
for the days at which I was present here at the hearing when he was 
also present—I may have exchanged some pleasantry with him—but 
the only occasions, except for those, on which I have seen him and 
at which I have discussed this investigation are two: 

The first occasion, as I recall, was on February 23, which, if I re- 
member correctly, was a Friday. I think Mr. Fedder had testified on 
Tuesday—excuse me—Mr. Tydings I think had testified on Tuesday. 
February 20. 

I went to Senator Butler’s office to meet with Frank Smith and 
Mr. Stockbridge. At that stage of the game we had no idea—at least. 
L had no idea—as to what course this investigation was going to take 
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Considering myself associated with minority counsel, naturally we 
were very much concerned as to exactly what tack or trend the in- 
vestigation was going totake. It was the early stage. I might describe 
it as the exploratory stage. 

We were having a rather general discussion. I frankly do not 
remember what it was about. It was very general, and perhaps 
introductory; and Mr. Jonkel came in. He was greeted by, I believe, 
Mr. Frank Smith. There was a gentleman with him whom I ha 
never seen before. And the conversation started, and before I started 
to say anything I thought I would find out who this other gentleman 
was. So. I asked him who he was and what. his connection avith the 
investigation was. And he stated his name was Edward Williams, 
that he was counsel for Mr. Jonkel. That is the first occasion on which 
I have seen him in connection with this investigation. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand, Mr. vom Baur, that that was the 
Friday following the initial appearance before this subcommittee of 
Senator Butler and Senator Tydings; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir 

Mr. McDrrnorr. There was a week intervening there following the 
appearance of Senator Butler and Senator Tydings, during which time 
we did not hold hearings. We reconvened avail Oh the following 
‘Tuesday. 

On the oceasion of that conversation with Mr. Jonkel and Mr. Stock 
bridge and Mr. Smith in Senator Butler’s office on that Friday, (lo you 
recall whether the financial aspects of the Butler campaign were dis 
cussed and, particularly, whether there Was aly clisussion about the 
failure of the campaign treasurer to report all contributions received 
and expenditures made ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Iam not sure I would state it exactly that way, Mr 
McDermott, but I think I know what vou are driving at. I will tell 
you what happened as IT recall it. 

Mr. Stockbridge, as you know, is personal counsel for Mr. Butler. 
And since he has testified, as L believe, to sonie of these things which | 
am now going to mention, T suppose it is pertinent for me to also 
testify to them without getting into some question of privilege bet ween 
him and Senator Butler. 

Senator Monroney. I believe the committee has been advised by let 
ter that Mr. Stockbridge’s relat lionship with Senator Butler is not that 
of counsel and client. Am I not right on that / 

Mr. vom Baur. Mr. Chairman, all I can say is that I have understood 
that he was advising Senator Butler, or representing him in some 
respect. 

Senator Monroney. The only reason I am bringing it out is that, 
as I recall it, Mr. Stockbridge wrote the committee specifically to cor- 
rect that impression that had been left in Mr. Fried’s testimony. I did 
not wish to have the record further show that it was being misin- 
terpreted after we had been advised of that relationship. 

Mr. vom Baur. You have more information than I have. I may 
say, so far as my connection with the case is concerned—— 

Senator Henprickson. We may be working at cross-purposes. I got 
the understanding that he was not acting as counsel at the beginning, 
but that he now is acting as counsel. 

Mr. vom Baur. That is my understanding, Senator. 
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Senator Henprickson. That is my understanding. 

Senator Monroney. I am sorry. I do not have the file, but go 
ahead, please. 

Mr. McDermortr. The question was whether finances 

Mr. vom Baur. I would like to have the reporter read back the last 
words which I said so that I may continue with some degree of 
coherence. 

(The record was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. vom Baur. Mr. Stockbridge—and, as I say, I am not an expert 
in this case, but it was my clear understanding ai the time that he had 
some relationship or representation or, practically, was counsel for 
Senator Butler—stated that he had read in the press or had otherwise 
heard from rumors and reports emanating either from this committee 
or elsewhere—these are not exact words; these are the substance of 
what I remember—that there was supposed to have been contributions 
received by the Butler Campaign Committee which had not been 
reported in the reports filed by Mr. Mundy. He stated that if that was 
the fact any contributions which had not previously been reported 
should be reported, 

(nd I remember Mr. Jonkel very distinctly saying, “Look, we had 
SOP around there with res spect to those contr ibuti ions.” 

And I said, “What do you mean ‘SOP’?” I never heard the phrase 
before. 

And he said, “That means ‘standard operating procedure.’” He 
said, “We had a standard operating procedure for noting and report- 
ing all contributions.” He said, “I have no knowledge of any contri- 
butions which have not been reported.” 

Mr. Stockbridge said, “Well, you had better 
Mundy’s report and look it over.” 

| have forgotten whether I have previously said that he had not seen 
a copy of Mr. Mundy’s report. In any event, he did say it, not once 
but several times. And the meeting finally broke up on the theory 
that Mr. Jonkel had better look at Mr. Mundy’ Ss report, look at the con- 
tributions reported there, and see if he could think of any contribu- 
tions which had been received which were not reported in Mr. Mundy’s 
reports. There was no definite decision reached at the meeting. 

Now, continuing to answer your question, Mr. McDermott, that was 
the first occasion on which I saw him. And the second occasion that 
I saw him was, I believe, on the Saturday before he testified. 

Mr. Becker and I were going down to meet him in the office of his 
counsel, Mr. Williams. Mr. Becker was late. I got there before he 
did, and we talked with him about what had happened during the 
campaign. 

Those are the only two times in which I have seen him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Subsequent to that conversation, the initial con- 
versation which you described with Mr. Stockbridge and Mr. Smith, 
with reference to these campaign contributions, did ‘you have occasion 
to discuss with any of the persons present at that meeting, or with 
anyone e Ise, the filing of a supplemental report such as was filed a few 
davs later 

Mr. vor Baur. I do not know whether the phrase “supplemental 
report” was used, Mr. McDermott. What it all boiled down to was 
Mr. Stockbridge says that if there has been some omission, or some- 
body has forgotten something, the facts ought to be made clear. 


~ 


get a copy of Mr. 
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And I may point out that the thing did not involve any possible 
illegal or improper use of expenditures during the campaign. This 
involved a question of possible failure to report some 30 days after 
the campaign. And Mr. Stockbridge’s point was that if there had 
been some omission the facts should be made clear, somebody ought 
to report it. 

Mr. McDermor The fact ap pears to be that while that p sroblem 
was initially dise a at that meeting, about 1 week later a supple 
mental report was filed with the United States Senate and with the 
subcommittee, reporting $27,100 in contributions that had not been 
previously reported, and erty I am getting at—— 

Mr. vom Baur. If I may interrupt you, I do not think it was a week 
later. I think Mr. Stockbridge Sagpny for I read his testimony, that 
it was the next Saturday, Sunday, or Monday. I think the Jonkel 
letter, if that is what you are ralsns to, was prepared very shortly 
after this meeting. I may be wrong in my dates, but that is as I recol- 
lect it 

Mr. McDermorrt. ] believe you are correct, I do not have that exX- 
hibit with me, but I believe it was February 26. And if you identify 
this meeting here as February 25, it would have been a few days late 

Were you familiar with the manner in which that $27,100 "nat 
was arrived at, since Mr. Jonkel on the 23d had no idea of any ul- 
reported funds ¢ 

Mr. VOM BAUR. I wis not familiar with it an 1c had ho idea of any 
of the contents of his letter or of the list of the contributors until 
after I saw a copy of Mr. Jonkel’s letter. And. as I have stated before, 
Mr. McDermott, at that meeting which we had Mr. Jonkel was by 
no means convinced that there were expenditures or contribution 
which had not been reported. And the whole meeting was incon 
clusive. 

The theory was that he would have to fish around and see what 
could remember after looking over Mr. Mundy’s report. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have subsequent contacts or conversa- 
tions with Mr. Stockbridge with reference to the proceedings of this 
subcommittee ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I had a number of conversations with him; 
yes. 

Mr. ane You made a point in your opening remarks, and 

I did, in fact, mention to you on the telephone earlier this afternoon, 
the auntie of your participation in the campaign of John Marshall 
Butler in Maryland, and the way that arises is this—— 

Mr. vom Baur. I do not believe you said that, Mr. McDermott. As 
I understood, it was my connection with the School of Politics. 

Mr. McDermorr. I am sorry. I thought the two were in a degree 
related, 

Mr. vom Baur. They are related, but they are different, I believe. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel in his testimony indicated, if I re- 
call his testimony correctly, that in connection with the School of 
Politics incidental to the last general election in the State of Mary- 
land he believed that he had some contact with you as a representative 
at that time of the Republican National Committee; was that correct ? 

Mr. vom Baur. I saw him once. 
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Mr, McDermorr. At that time you were a representative of the Re- 
publican National Committee, interested in the School of Politics; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir. I was the so-called captain of the instrue- 
tors’ team of the Republican National Committee School of Politics 
which went loca. Maryland for some 2 weeks and, also, six other 
States 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you personally participate in the School of 
Politics in the State of Maryland ? 

Mr. vom Baur. I just testified, Mr. McDermott, that T was captain 
of the instructors’ team in Maryland. I very definitely did participate. 

Mr. McDrermorr. Sometimes the captains stay a little far behind the 
lines, Mr. vom Baur, and I was wondering if you were active. 

Mr. vom Baur. I was a captain on the front line, the “firing line” 
we used to call it in the school. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, you were active for varying periods of time 
each day from February 20 until the present in connection with the 
work of this subcommittee which you have described; is that correct / 

Mr. vom Baur. I would say about every day, and that included 
Sundays. 

Mr. McDermorrt. In your conversations with the various witnesses, 
the various persons whom you have identified who have previously 
appeared before this subcommittee as witnesses, did you have occasion 
to review with them their participation in the campaign and the testi- 
mony that they might give to this subcommittee ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Why, we talked—rather, I talked—with Mr. Jonkel, 
I think, for about half an hour, Mr. Mc De rmott, while he told us a 
sort of outline of the campaign. Offhand, I do not believe I remember 
any other witness that I went over all of their testimony with. 

Mr. McDermorr. How about—— 

Mr. vom Baur. I did talk with Mr. Purnell and Mr. Freeman a 
little more, and Mr. Peterson I think at a greater length than some of 
the others. 

Mr. McDermorr. How about Mr. Surine and Mr. Kiermas; did you 
spend much time with them ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. I have never seen Mr. Kiermas. I talked to him, I 
think, twice briefly over the telephone in which I told him that I] 
ainderstood he was going to be called as a witness and to clear his 
recollection and be prepared to testify. 

Mr. McDermorr. And, Mr. Surine, did you have a personal meeting 
with him? 

Mr.vom Baur. I had a meeting. 

Mr. McDermorr. Or conversation with him in person ? 

Mr. vom Baur. I called him on the telephone, if I remember cor- 
rectly, Mr. McDermott. I do not think he had any idea who I was. 
I, of course, knew he was going to be a witness, and I called him and 
told him that I understood he was going to be a witness and suggested 
that he get organized and ready to testify and he get up a prepared 
statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have—— 

Mr. vom Baovr. I talked with him on the telephone I think, well, 
three or four times, and I saw him in person I think, well, two or 
three times, in addition to seeing him up at the hearings. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Did I understand you to say that you suggested to 
Mr. Surine that he have a prepared statement / 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did you make that same suggestion to him, 
on behalf of the other witnesses, Mr. Moore, and Mr. Nilles? 

Mr. vom Baur. Why, Mr. McDermott, let me tell you exactly what I 
told virtually all of the witnesses that I talked to, so that we m: Lv be 
clear about it. 

[ usually had to introduce myself over the telephone and tell them 
my connection with the case, and I then told them that Mr. ee 
had an elaborate prepared statement, and Mr. Fedder had had a very 
elaborate prepared statement in which he not only recounted the - ans 
actions and times, exact times, at considerable le neth and with great 
precision, but that he had also recounted numerous verbatim con- 
versations. And I told them all that it was customary in congressional 
hearings and in investigations for a witness to have a prepared state- 
ment if he had any doubt whatever about his ability to banter back 
and forth with counsel, speaking frankly. I stated further that the 
advantage of a prepared statement is that the witness could tell his 
story all in one piece and in clear, accurate language which could be 
thought over in advance, and the witness could be sure it was accurate. 
And I said, therefore, “Start now with getting up a prepared state- 
ment. After you have gotten up a first draft you will find you have 
new ideas, want to make ch: anges; but if you put in enough work on 
it, you ought to have something which will be clear and accurate when 
you finish.” 

I stated that to. I think. all of the witnesses that I talked—not all of 


them had prepared statements, but I think most of them were inex 
~~ need in this type of proceedings, and I think most of them ai 
epted the suggestion. 
Mr. McDermorr. Did you suggest to Mrs. Burndt—would you in 
clude Mrs. Brundt in that category, as one you made such a sugges 


_ 


tion to? 

Mr. vom Baur. I did suggest this to her. Mr. Peterson was over in 
mv office at one time, and he called her up, and they had some con 
versation, the result of which was I talked to her on the telephone 
briefly, and I told her substantially what I have just recounted as being 
told all of the witnesses. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. vom Baur, did you go over—did you have oe- 
casion to review any of those statements prior to their being presente dl 
by the individuals to this subcommitte e/ 

Mr. vom Baur. The great bulk of them I never saw. And, frankly, 

| have read the testimony of only a few of the witnesses, so that with 
most of those witnesses T neither saw the prepared statement or thei 
testimony after they testified. 

I have, however, seen some of them. 

Mr. McDermorr. How about Mrs. Van Dyke? 

Mr. vom Baur. Mrs. Van Dyke’s statement I saw in draft form. 
made some five or six or seven suggestions concerning it. 

[ do not know, frankly, whether she ever accepted the suggestions 
r not, and I have not had time to read her test imony here. 

I saw Mr. Surine’s statement before he testified, made two sugges 
tions concerning it which he did not accept. 
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Senator Smiru. May Task Mr. vom Baur right there: Did you mak 
those suggestions to Mrs. Van Dyke personally, over the telephon 
or to her personally ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Why, Mrs. Van Dyke spent—I have forgotten— 
probably 2 weeks getting up the draft of the prepared statement. 
Then, they sent it up to me via messenger from the Senate, and ] 
read it over once, and I wrote—made some pencilled notes on thi 
margin of it. That isthe last I have even seen of it. 

Senator Smiru. You did not talk with her personally about it? 

Mr. vom Baur. I have talked with her several times, see, about that 
statement. 

Senator Smiru. About the statement—about the suggested changes 
ves ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I do not know. I do remember this, that ] 
did suggest to her that she ought to put in her statement the names and 
activities of all of the people in the campaign that helped her. I think 
I may have told her that over the phone. Frankly, I am not sure that 
I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. vom Baur, in connection with your activities 
which you have described, you were acting as, or in behalf of, and 
in assistance to, Mr. Becker: is that correct 2? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I have testified, I think concerning that prett) 
fully, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. The question that I am going to ask you has som 
relation to that question, and that is, whether you received any outsic 
payment from any source for your activities in this connection, as yor 
have described them ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Unfortunately not, Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monronery. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirnu. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. vom Baur, although I am a member, as I have already sa 
of the minority of this committee and although you have been assisti! 
the minority counsel in the case, I have not been informed of yo 
work. As a matter of fact, I have been kept completely in the — : 
about your activities. So, I hope you will be patient with me if I : 
you some sated ions perhaps that I should know. 

Mr. vom Baur. By all means, ask me any questions. 

Senator Sarru. Have you submitted your oral and written report 
and written memoranda to anyone else than Mr. Becker? 

Mr. vom Baur. Oral and written reports ? 

Senator Smrru. Yes, oral and written reports. 

Mr. vom Baur. In the first place, I have not made any reports. 
have written certain outlines of cross-examination which I have su 
mitted to Mr. Becker and no one else. 

I have not submitted anything that I have written to anyone e| 
whatsoever, as I can recall. 

Senator Smrrn. Mr. Stockbridge has testified that he received tel: 
phone calls from you asking him to run down some leads. 
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Mr. vom Baur. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Will you tell us the details of those instances / 

Mr. vom Bavur. Well, Mrs. Smith, there is a lot of stuff that goes 
on in the preparation of a case, some of which pans out and, frankly, 
some of which does not pan out. And Brother Becker here has been 
trying to get an investigator from this committee, I may say frankly, 
since our first or his first connection with the case. We have not been 
able to get an investigator, and the result is it has been hard to try 
to find out certain aspects of possible testimony of witnesses and other 
things we wanted to find out. And we had no alternative except to 
try to use our own means and people who were available to us to try 
to run down certain leads. 

Senator Hennines. I do not want to interrupt Senator Smith’s 
eXamination except to clarify one point. 

I do not quite understand, Mr. vom Baur. Did I understand you 
to say that we have been tryimg to 
committee ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. By “we,” Senator, I include Mr. Becker and myself 


+ ‘ . ; } 
vet an investigator from this 


— 


in the sense that Mr. Becker has told me that he has made suggestions 
LO this committee asking that an investigator for the minority counsel] 
be appointed to do some work. 

Senator Hennines. What did he tell you about his suggestion ? 

Mr. vom Baur. So far as I know, no investigator has been appointed. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to show 
right here that the committee authorized an investigator for the 
minority counsel some 5 or 6 weeks ago. 

1 would lke, further, to have the record show at this time that 
Mr. Golden has been used as an investigator by the minority counsel. 

Senator Henprickson. For the record it should also show that Mr. 
Becker did interview potential candidates and that he was not satis- 
fied with the ones that he interviewed. 

Senator Monroney. The purpose of this, Mr. vom Baur, is to show 


or 


that the committee was not withholding investigative help from 
minority counsel; that we authorized as Senator Smith has said, sev 


eral veeks ago, such and it was lp to the inve tigator or Counhse 


] 
i 


himself, 

Mr. vom Baur. Please do not think that Iam in any sense 
to comment upon the committee. All I know is that from} 
point, having worked on the thing, we did not have i am 
now of Ralph and myself as a team—the investigative hel 
at Jeast, and I think I can speak for him, felt we needed. 

Senator Hennings. Did you understand that you had been denied 
his investigator by the committee / 

Mr. vom Baur. No suggestion of that kind, but you see, Mrs. Smith 
isked me about running down leads and all 1 am trying to do is to 
inswer her question as to why we had to use whatever help was avail- 
able to us to try to run down these leads. 

Senator Smiru. [ wanted to get the details of the running down, 
as Mr. Stockbridge called it, but in the meantime a reference was 
made to the fact that the munority did not have investigators. I 
wanted the record to show that the committee had authorized the 
minority counsel to hire investigators; that the investigators were 


placed at his disposal. I think that is quite essential, but if you 
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will tell me, Mr. vom Baur, something of the details of the instances 
that Mr. Stockbridge spoke of— 

Senator Henprickson. That is quite essential. It is also essential 
that this record show that competent investigators were not available 
in the short period of time that we had to operate, except those who 
were already the committee. 

Senator Smrrn. Will you tell me something about that ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Iam sorry. 

Senator Samirnu. I will repeat the question. Mr. Stockbridge has 
testified that he received telephone calls from you asking him to run 
down some leads. 

Will you re late the details of those instances ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, frankly, I just do not think I should do that. 
Some of the information panned out and some did not. Some of it I 
do not know whether it was true or not. We were never able to get 
sap answers. And if I should testify about it here I think 

ankly some of it would reflect unfavorably on certain people. And 
r fr: ankly do not think it is appropriate. 

I will, if you wish me to, but I never frankly, Senator, have been 
forced to testify as a lawyer as to how a case was prepared. I have 
never heard any lawyer be asked to testify as to how he prepared a 

case and how he ran down leads. I will be glad to do it if you wish, 
but I say this because it involves other people besides myself. 

Senator Smirnu. I am asking the question since Mr. vom Baur was 
authorized to assist in the work of the committee. And in addition 
to this was doing and carrying on other activities outside. If I am out 
of order, I would like to have you so state. 

Mr. vom Baur. As you wish, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Certainly the committee does not feel you are 
out of order 

Senator Smirnu. It seems to me that the committee should have a 
report from Mr. vom Baur. You may have rendered a report and | 
have not seen it. 

Mr. vom Baur. I have not rendered any report. This is all = 
verbal. I will be glad to tell you the leads that I asked Mr. Stockbridge 
torundown. That is your question, is it not ¢ 

Senator Smirn. Yes. 

Mr. vom Baur. I will not describe any more fully than you compel 
me to. Frankly, Mr. Becker and I had very grave doubts as to the 
validity of Mr. Fedder’s story. And we had certain ideas to leads 
pertaining to him. 

There were certain people whose names were disclosed to us as pos 
sibly having some information which would be helpful in the cross 
examination of Mr. Fedder or in rebuttal witnesses. I was in touch 
with Mr. Stockbridge about several of those people. 

I also communicated personally by telephone with one of them. 

There was certain information from newspapers which was given to 
us from over there which we had to weigh and so on. 

Frankly, I do not see much point in mentioning the names and the 
material, but if you wish, I will do so. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that if Mr. vom 
Baur hesitates and the committee does not think it is necessary that 
Mr. vom Baur make a complete report to the committee as an author- 
ized representative of the minority counsel. 
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Mr. vom Baur. Just as you wish. Frankly, as I say, before—the 
information, some of it at least, would reflect unfavorab ly on certain 
other people. I am not sure in my own mind that it is true; in fact, 
I am inclined to think that some of it is not true and you are a 
me to go into leads and discuss things which I think probably are not 
true and which may reflect unfavorably on somebody else. 

Senator SMITH. Except, Mr. Chairman, I believe that is what we 
require all of our investigators and those: assisting the committee 
to do. 

Mr. vom Baur. Ordinarily those reports are in the confidential 
files and not brought out in the open, unless they materialize. Mrs, 
Smith, please do not think I am trying to be hesitant. I am trying to 
explain the reason why | would rather not, but if you wish me to 
answer and the committee wishes me to answer, why, I will do so. 

Senator Suir. I am sorry to go into it, Mr. vom Baur. I will be 
very glad to have you make a confidential report for the committee 
files, but I think that is very essential as one who has been so active ly 
assisting the committee. And I personally feel it is very Import: int to 
vo along with the hearings of the committee to the full committee in 

preparing their report and recommendations. And if you prefer, 
would suggest that you make a confidential report, like any other 
one assisting the committee. 

Mr. vom Baur. I will be very glad to do that. 

Senator Samira. Now, Mr. vom Baur, have you discussed the in 
formation that you have developed in the case with anyone at the 
Republican National Committee ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. The information developed in the case ¢ 

Senator Smiriu. Developed in any of these cases. 

Mr. vom Bavr. No; I have not. I have talked with people in the 
national committee on one or two occasions in a very general way, 
but not anything about details of this investigation or the testimony 
of witnesses. 

Senator Smiru. Have you talked and discussed the information 
that vou have received with anyone of the Senate Republican Cam- 
paign Committee, either a member of the committee or the staff? 

Mr. vom Baur. To be perfectly clear on that, I have not. I assume 
you are referring to Senator Brewster who was formerly, or is- 
No: | CueSss = 

Senator Smrru. Not necessarily; any one of them. 

Mr. vom Baur. Let me explain my full connection, because T have 
heen called up here and L want to make my full connection with this 
case clear, Senator Brewster is the only person directly or indirectly 
connected with the Republican Senatorial Campaign Committee 
whom I know or have ever seen on any subject, to the best of my 
knowledge. I have seen him twice in my life. I have never dis- 
cussed with him or disclosed to him the nature of the testimony of 
any witness or of any details of the investigation or the testimony that 
has come out. 

Senator Smirn. I think it might be well right here, Mr. Chairman, 
to again include in the record that it was brought to the committee 
early in the hearings that Senator Brewster was named to represent 
the Republican Senatorial Campaign Committee to assist Mr. Butler in 
any way he wished to be assisted. 


S5670—hH1 74 
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Thank you very much. 

Senator Monronery. Any questions, Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennrnos. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. In detailing the list of witnesses that you inter- 
viewed, I may have omitted some. Some were interviewed by tele- 
phone and others in conference, and I wish you could give the com- 
mittee those that you saw personally. Mrs. Berndt ? 

Mr. vom Baur. I never saw her personally, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. That was telephone / 

Mr. vom Baur. I talked to her once, as I say, for perhaps 2 minutes 
on the telephone. 

Senator Monroney. And I understood you to say you gave some 
suggestions that she have a prepared statement ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir. In fact, I have testified that I made that 
suggestion to virtually all of them. 

Senator Monronery. But you in no way made suggestions as to the 
statement after it was prepared and neither did you see the statement 
after it was prepared ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. I frankly never discussed the contents of the state- 
ment. I did not havea clear idea what she would testify to. 

Senator Monroney. I believe you testified that you had seen Mr. 
Jonkel in person and that you had talked to him on one or two 
oceasions. 

Mr. vom Bawr. I have seen him twice, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And that was a personal interview there ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes: that is right. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Smith, I believe you said, was a personal 
inter iew ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I do not know as I stated, Senator. Perhaps 
I do not recollect correctly. I talked with Mr. Smith, so far as his 
testimony is concerned, very briefly. 1 suggested to him also, as | 
have testified, that he get up a prepared statement for the reasons 
which I have given. 

Senator Monroney. You saw Mrs. Van Dyke two or three times 
and personally talked eg her ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, si 

Senator MoNnRONEY. L believe you said in the other part of you 
testimony that you had seen Mr. Purnell personally / 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir: L have, and Mr. Freeman. 

Senator Monroney. And advised with him on this statement? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I did not say anything about advising with 
him on his statement. I told him he ought to get up a prepared state- 
ment. In faet—— 

Senator Monroney. You never saw it after it was prepared ? 

Mr. vom Baur. No, sir: I did not. 

Sentaor Monronery. But you did see Mrs. Van Dyke’s statement 
after it was prepared ? 

Mr. vom Baur. No; I did not, Senator. I saw a draft of it and 
made some suggestions. And I have never frankly seen the finished 
product. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Freeman, did you say? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, Mr. Freeman. ; 

Senator Monroney. Did you see him in person or talk to him on 
the phone ¢ 
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Mr. vom Baur. Why, he and Mr. Peterson and Mr. Purnell were 
all together. They came over from Baltimore one day and I talked 
to them together. They were all connected together. 

Senator Monroney. And Mr. Mundy? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I just talked to him by telephone. As I say, 
that was by Mr. McDermott’s request and not Mr. Becker's. 

Sentaor Monronery. You were not in the Sunday night meeting at 
the Mayflower when Mr. Mundy was said to be there—I do not know 
whether the evidence shows that he was or not. 

Mr. vom Baur. Was that the one that I read about in the press in 
Senator Brewster’s apartment ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. vom Baur. I was not present at that meeting. 

Senator Monroney. So far as you know, your conversatiol 
Mr. Mundy was telephonic? 

Mr. vom Baur. | am certain of that. 

Senator Monronry. Yes, certainly. And Mr. Surine, you saw him 
in person, did you 4 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. One time or more—lI believe you said he re- 
jected, I mean, some suggestio hs you ha i Wi ade, 

Mr. vom Baur. I made two very minor suggestions after I saw 
prepared statement. 

Senator Monronry. Which he did not use ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Which he did not use. 

Senator Monroney. How many times did you see him; twice? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, Senator, frankly, I have not tried to keep a 
diary O r keep track of these things, and to the best of my recollee tion 


His 


| have seen him outside of the hearing rooms here, well, frankly. J 
think twice. 

senator MonroONEY. Mr. Moore and Mr. Kiermas, | 
said you did see ¢ 


believe vou 


Mr. vom Baur. I have never seen either of them outside of the 
hearing rooms, and | oe never seen Kiermas at any place. I talked 
to him, I believe, twice briefly by telephone. 

Mr. Moore | have seen at the he: arings, To the best ot 
tion I have never spoken with him except by telephone. 

Senator Monronry. You were not at the Sunday night 
when Mr. Becker dis cussed the case with him ¢ ¢ 

Mir. vom Bauer. Was that -_ one in Mr. Becker's home ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, si 

Mr. vom Bauer. Yes, sir: a Mr. Wiermas went over 
the newspaper. IL was unfortunately not present. 

Senator MonroNey. Mr. Stoc kbridge you have 
three times ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. I have talked to him a number of occasions. 

Senator Monroney. Personally once or twice? 

Mr. vom Baur. More than once or twice. 

Senator Monroney. That to the best of your knowledge is the rough 
list of the witnesses ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, Senator, if you want to go over the list of 
them in the testimony I will be glad to go over each one. Mavbe there 


are some others. I wrote these down this afternoon. They mav not 
be complete. 


1] 
mv recollec- 


and read 


talked to two or 
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Senator Monroney. Have you ever called on or received help from 
Mr. Surine ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Received help from him? 

Senator Monroney. In regard to following up leads. 

Mr. vom Baur. He was not called on to do any? 

Mr. vom Baur. No; I frankly—I did not know he was available for 
following up leads. I probably would have called on him if I thought 
he was. The thought never occurred to me. 

Senator Monroney. That is all I have. 

Mr. McDermott ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. vom Baur, did you have any occaston in con- 
nection with your work to contact a man by the name of Alexander P. 
Deron in Baltimore ? 

Mr. vom Baur. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make arrangements that he come over 
here to Washington for an interview with reference to discrediting 
the testimony given to this subcommittee by Mr. Feddar? 

Mr. Vom Baur. I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. Could you tell us what your contact was with 
Mr. Alexander P. Deron ? 

Mr. vom Baver. Yes; since you asked Mr. McDermott. I was told 
that Mr. Deron, who, I believe, is a major in the Army—in the last 
war—had been closely associated with Mr. Fedder and that he and 
Mr. Fedder had a fight, and Mr. Deron had a low opinion of Mr 
Fedder, and that he might have some information which would be 
helpful in preparing cross-examination for Mr. Fedder or in rebutting 
Mr. Fedder’s testimony. And I had his address, did not know how to 
get hold of him, so I sent him a telegram, asking him to telephone me, 
and he did; and I then tried to explain my connection with the case ; 
asked him what information he had on Mr. Fedder. He was reluctant 
to talk too much over the tele ‘phone. 

He did state that he had been in a business association with Mr. 
Fedder; they parted not on very friendly terms. And T then gave 
his name to Mr. Stockbridge, asked Mr. Stoce kbridge to follow it up 
and see if it would come to anything. I never heard further from 
him. 

Mr. McDermorr. Just for the information of this subcommittee, 
nothing further ever came of that: is that correct 4 

Mr. vom Baur. Unfortunately not. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monronry. You stated, I believe. in your earlier state 
ment, that yon did have access to certain investigative reports the 
committee had ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Copies of some of them, Senator. I have never had 
occasion to see the original files, because, as I understand, they were 
all kept up here in the committee offices. I think Mr. Becker had some 
of the originals one night at home, but I was not present that night. 

Senator Monroney. You saw the photostatic file that was made for 
Mr. Becker 7 

Mr. vom Baur. No, sir; I did not see any photostatiec file. 

Senator Monroney. Did you ever see the file that Mr. Fried had, 
his personal file which Mr. Becker had ¢ 

Mr. vom Bavr. I do not believe I could identify that. I am not 
sure that I know what you mean. 
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Senator Monroney. In other words, the only information that you 
saw from the committee was that which had been copied for Mr. 
Becker ? 

Mr. vom Baur. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And the other file, which was the investigative 
reports only of Mr. Fried ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I saw investigative reports of other investi- 
gators. I did not want to read some of them, all: we did not have 
time to read everything all at once. I did see them enough to realize 
that they existed, these copies. 

Senator Monroney. That copy came to you at about what time, | 
mean your first knowledge of it ¢ 

Mr. VOM Baur. Well, Senator. the first copies L, et’s see | belie 
the first time I saw anything in the nature of committee file s. that 1s, 
these copies, was after Fedder testified and I was up at Brother 
Becker’s home assisting him in working out cross-examination of Mr. 
Fedder. 

Senator Monroney. It was after that. 

Mr. vom Baur. At that time we went over the copy of Mr. Fried’s 
report—excuse me—a copy of the interview which Mr. MeDermott 
and Mr. Aultman had with Mr. Fedder on December 19, and we. also, 
went over the report—a copy of the report, I should say—of Mr. 
Fried’s with Mr. Fedder’s of I think February 17. That was the 
very long detailed report. And since you want to go into it, we 
were comparing the similarity of the language between those reports 
and Mr. Fedder’s statement and otherwise discussing them. I am 
quite sure that is the first time | had any real reading of those files, 
or, perhaps, even saw them. 

Senator Monronery. It was after the testimony of Mr. Fedder? 

Mr. vom Baur. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Do you have any further questions 

Mr. Becker. No questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. vom Baur, how many times did you 
have contact with our chief counsel, Mr. McDermott, during this in- 
vestigation ? 

Mr. vom Baur. Well, I would say I had very little contact with him, 
Senator. I met him socially at the hearing I think the first day or 
the second day. Mr. Becker introduced me to bi im, and he called. me 
on the telephone, and I think I talked to him, just referring a tele- 
phone conversation to Ralph at the office once or te ice. 

Senator HENDRICKSON. Did you ever cet advice from counsel, did 
you get any information ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. No, sit 

In addition, I would like to reserve the right to call Mr. vom Baur 
has been working for the minority counsel, Mr. Becker, and yet the 
committee, not even a full minority, has been given a report of Mr. 
vom Baur’s activities for Mr. Becker. In accordance with the re- 
quirements of the counsel and the members of the staff, the investi- 
gating staff, again I repeat that a full confidential report should be 
made by Mr. vom Baur to the committee. 

In addition, I would like to reserve the right to eall Mr. vom Baur 
back for further information if necessary after the confidential re- 
port is filed. 
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Senator Monroney. Thank you. 

Mr. vom Baur. I may say—may I comment on that, Senator? 

What I have told you here in public session is about the whole story, 
Mrs. Smith, except for one or two items that I mentioned under ~ 
general guise of being confidential before. There is very little, i 
anything, that I could add to what I have told here today. It is se 
for me to get up a report. My work has been principally telephoning 
these witnesses and pow-wowing with Brother Becker on the over-all 
problems we have here as minority counsel. I say “we”—I am asso 
ciated with him informally at least as minority counsel. There have 
been no exhaustive—oh, bunch of activities by me other than what I 
have testified to. I have told you virtually the whole story. 

Senator Smiru. I understood, Mr. vom Baur, in following up leads, 
some good and some bad, there were some people contacted that he 
might not wish to include in a public session. 

I believe, if I am correctly informed, the regular investigators and 
the regular staff and counsel are required to file even the bad with the 
good leads that come in. If this is true, I can see no reason why Mr. 
vom Baur, assisting Mr. Becker, should not comply with the same re- 
quirements. 

Mr. vom Baur. As I said before, I was very glad to file a short state 
ment of the so-called—there is, frankly, no general survey of my activi- 
ties which I can report in more detail than I have now. I could re- 
peat it all, but I have no general report to file. I will be glad to make 
a brief statement of what we have discussed previously, but I have no 
general, expansive course of conduct to report on that I have not dis- 
closed here. 

Senator SmirH. My —- is a full confidential report of your 
activities as assistant to Mr. Becker, the minority counsel. 

Mr. vom Baur. Frankly, Mrs. Smith. I will be glad to do whatever 
the chairman requests, but as I stated I have told the whole story. If 
you want me to tell it over again in writing, I suppose I should Be glad 
to do it, but, frankly, I do not see the necessity of it. 

Senator Monroney. We will appreciate your doing that for th: 
benefit of the committee and the confidential records. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. vom Baur, did you ever have any discus 
sion with Mr. MeDermott during the course of your activities in this 
case ¢ 

Mr. vom Baur. Discussion ? 

Senator Henninos. Discussion relating to this investigation 01 
hearing? 

Mr. vom Baur. Why, nothing that I can add to what I have testi 
fied, Senator. As I say, [ met him socially, and Mr. Becker—— 

Senator Henninos. What do you mean by meeting him socially? 

Mr. vom Baur. Just exactly what Isay,sir. Mr. Becker introduced 
him to me up here the first, second or third day of the hearings. 

Senator Henntnes. You met him at the hearings? 

Mr. vom Baur. Exactly. 

Senator Hennines. I was wondering whether you met him on a 
social oceasion ? 

Mr. vom Bavr. No, sir. I testified before, if I recollect properly 

Senator Hennrnas. Did vou ever make any report in writing to Mr 
McDermott to be transmitted to the committee ? 
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Mr. vom Bavr. I have not, sir. 

Senator Henninos. At any phase of your activities? 

Mr. vom Baur. No, my dealings have all been with Mr. Becker. 

Senator Hennings. I understood that. That is all. 

Thank you. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. Are there any other questions ? 

Senator Henpricxson. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before us 
and giving the committee the benefit of your testimony. 

We will have one witness, Mr. Hardy, before the committee tomor- 
row. 

The committee is recessec! until 10 o’clock tomorrow mornin 


( 


(Whereupon, at 5:25 p- m., a recess Was taken, to reconvene at 10 


a.m., Wednesday, April 11, 1951.) 
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL 11, 1951 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF 
rHk COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Washington, 

Phe subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:20 a. m., in 
room 318, Senate Office Building, Senator A. S. Mike Monrone y pre- 
siding. 

Present: Senators Monroney, Hennings, Smith, of Maine, and 
H endri 1c ks SON. 

Also present : Grace E. Johnson, clerk to the committee : Edward 
McDermott, chief counsel, and Ralph E. Becker, assistnat counsel. 

Senator Monroney. The subcommittee will be in order. We are 
resumine our hearings. Will the coun cs call the first witness. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Eugene Hardy, please 

Senator Monroney. Would you state Ta hame, please, 

Mr. Harpy. Eugene C. Hardy. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to clive in this case shall be the truth, the whole truth and noth 
ne but the t i uth, So help you God 4 

Mr. Harpy. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Hardy, for coming 
over from Baltimore to o1ve us the advantage of your testimony before 
this committee. 

Mr. H ARDY. Glad to come over, sIr. 

Senator Monronry. We appreciate your coming. Do you have a 
prepared statement / 

Mr. Harpy. No: I do not. 

Senator Monroney. The record will show that a quorum of the 
committee 1s present, all subcommittee members being here. 


TESTIMONY OF EUGENE C. HARDY 


Mr. McDermorr. What is your address in Baltimore, Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. 5507 Traymore Road. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I understand that you are assistant super- 
intendent of mails at the United States post office in Baltimore ? 

Mr. Harpy. No: I am the personnel director. 

Mr. McDermorr. Personne! director. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Of the— 

Mr. Harpy. Baltimore post office. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Baltimore post office in Baltimore, Md. Now in 
connection with the recent general election in the State of Maryland, 
the election which was held November 7, 1950, prior to that date 
were you contacted by a Mr. Donald A. Surine with reference to the 
mailing of some post cards that were being circulated in connection 
with the ¢ ampaign of John Marsh: ull Butler ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. And will you tell the subcommittee the circum- 
stances of that meeting and the substance of your conversation ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Surine came in the general superintendent of mails’ 
office where my oflice is also located. 1 had known Mr. Surine vaguely 
from contacts with the FBI for some time prior, and he stated that 
they were having a tremendous quantity of cards mailed, I under- 
stand, with Mr. Butler’s picture on them, and he wanted to know how 
we could handle them to expedite the mailing of them. 

[ talked to the general superintendent of mails and I made ar- 
rangements with Mr. Surine during the day to bring in periodically 
any of these cards that were addressed, to my office, and then we 
would take care of them, get them over on the floor and get them 
through, rather than wait for a tremendous volume of, say, a hundred 
or two hundred thousand, because it was getting close to the end of the 
campaign and I knew that we were making the same arrangements, 
of course, for both sides in the expedition of this mail. 

Mr. Surine brought in a number of packages of these cards, and 
when we got them in there of course we sent them out on the floor 
to have them canceled because it was all first-class mail. 

In that connection I might also state that on the postmaster’s orders 
1 went up to the Butler and McKeldin headquarters and made ar- 
rangements to get their mailing whether it was stuffed envelopes or 
whether it was cards. 

A little later on, I don’t remember—of course, it is quite a whil 
ago—Mr. Surine called me at home and said that he was having a 
little difficulty in getting these cards through at night. He told me at 
that time that there were lots of people writing these cards, and | 
thereupon called Mr. Sandiago, ac was the night foreman that 
week, and made arrangements for Mr. Surine to bring these cards to 
what we call the bulk mailing window over there, and Mr. Sandiago 
would take care of them for him and get them through. I also passed 
that information on to Mr. Connolly who was the night superinten 
dent—came on around 11 o’clock. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Surin 
about the latest hour the cards could be mailed or delivered to the 
post oflice rather to insure delivery ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. The only conversation I remember having with hin 
was in connection with the cards that would be mailed Sund: ay night 

Mr. McDrermorr. And what time did you indicate to him would 
be the latest time the cards could be mailed Sunday night? 

Mr. Harpy. I told him that 2 o’clock would have to be the deadline 
in order to make the first dispatches, that is for local cards to the 32 
branches and stations throughout the city. 

Mr. McDermorr. That would be the latest hour for mailing then 
to insure delivery—would be 2 a. m. Monday morning? 


Mr. Harpy. Right. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Now I believe that you have with you for our 
information a record of the number of pieces th: it were handled dur ing 
the period in which we are interested. Wall you read into the record, 
please, that mformation, 

Mr. Harpy. These figures represent actually not the total amount 
of mail handled but the total amount of first-class mail; that is, ean- 
cellations. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that point, Mr. Hardy, were these post cards 
first-class mail? 

Mir. Harpy. Oh, ves, absolutely, Do you want it from November 
lLto 64 

Mr. McDermorr. Just read those figures, 

Mr. Harpy. Well, on November 1, 1.266.451, which was a Wednes- 
day. On Thursday, the 2d, 1,158,081. On the 3d it was 1,261,112. On 
the 4th. which was a Saturday and of course we have no ‘deliveries on 
Sunday, the amount of mail we get on Saturday is generally right 
small, but this partic ular week it hap pened to be 573,154. On Sunday 
t was 344.725, and on Monday it was 963,717, 

Senator Monroney. That represents all of the mail, does it? It 
s not broken down as to political mail? 

Mr. Harpy. That represents all of the first-class mail; yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now in his testimony before this su beommittee, 
Mr. Connolly, to whom you referred a few moments ago and also Mr. 
Isaacs, t estified with reference to pe ‘rsonnel in the employ of the post 
office who might have received a delivery of these addressed post 
eards at about 2 a. m. Monday selena November 6, and Mr. Con- 
nolly at that time gave us a list of the employees of the post ollice 
whose employment was of such a nature that any one of them might 
lave answered a call to the bulk-mail window. 

] Sere that he indicated that there were either seven or nine 
viduals, including Mr. Isaacs, who might have answered a eall at Ut! 
window. What can you tell us about the number of employees on 
duty that night and what can you tell us also about the procedure with 
reference to deliveries to the bulk-mail window early in the morning ? 

Mr. Harpy. About the only way that I could clarify that or differ 
it all with what Mr. ( onnolly and Mr. Isaaes told you is that probabh V 
the 9 or 10 people that he mentioned were the probab le panete who 
would answer the window. However, I would say most anybody on 
that midnight crew, ineluding also some 75 or SU people on the 5:3 
crew could have been possibilities. 

Senator Monroney. What do you mean by 5:30 crew? 

Mr. Harpy. Well, there is a 5:30 crew that comes on and it works 
until 2 o'clock in the norning, Now the midnight crew comes on at 
11 o'clock at night and works until 7:30 in the morning. 

1 endeavored to get some further information about that. The 
bulk-mail window is hardly used by anybody unless we have specifi- 
cally made arrangements for it. The average person who brings In 
meu takes it to the registe ‘ry section and mails it, but in view of the 

fact that this was quite a quantity of mail, I had made arrangements 
for Mr. Surine or whoever brought these cards down to bring them 
to the bulk-mailinge window. 

Now the bulk mailing window is located between the part of the 
work floo1 and the box section, This is a possibility. l don't know 
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it to be a fact and I don’t believe I could find out now because the 
men who work on the midnight crew as well as on the 5:30 crew do 
not stay at one station ata job. 

Right up near the bulk-mailing window is distribution for several 
stations, and the men will, for example, work on what we call the 
primary and then some of them might be sent to the station, so it is 
a possibility, of course, that if somebody were to come to the window 
and the foreman happened to be at the extreme east of the first floor, 
which is more than a block away, it is a possibility, as I say, that any- 
be uly could answer it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you on duty from midnight until, say, 3 
a. m., November 6? 

Mr. Harpy. No; I don’t work at night. I work during the day. 

Mr. McDermorr. So you would not be familiar with who might have 
answered it ? 

Mr. Harpy. The only way I would be familiar is from the informa- 
tion I gathered from Mr. Sandiago and Mr. Kaplan, who is the super- 
intendent of incoming mail. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Connolly testified before this subcom- 
mittee on March 27, 1951. At any time subsequent to that date and 
prior to your testimony here this morning, have you been contacted 
by Mr. Surine? 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, ves: by telephone. Mr. Surine called me about, 
I think it was, 2 weeks ago and told me that the subcommittee appeared 
to be under the impression that there was very little mail sent out 
prior to the election. He asked if I would talk to an investigator or 
an assistant from Mr. Becker's office, and I told him of course I would. 

After all, [am a Government employee and anybody that comes 
over from any other Government agency, of course, I would just have 
todoit. It is one of those things. 

About 2 or 3 days later a gentleman came in my office who I thought 
was the man from Mr. Becker’s office. As a matter of fact, I talked 
to him about 15 minutes before I found out that it wasn’t, which did 
not make any difference as far as what I told him. I think his name 
was Reed. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was Oliver F. Reed, an investigator for 
this subcommittee / 

Mr. Harpy. Yes: I understand it was, and I told him just what I 
knew. Mr. Reed stated that he would be back the next day to talk 
to Mr. Sandiago, but I haven’t seen him since. 

Mr. McDermorr. You did have a contact from Mr. Surine fol- 
lowing Mr. Connolly’s testimony: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. And did Mr. Surine inquire of you about the 
umber of people who might have answered the bulk-mail window / 

Mr. Harpy. Yes: he did. 

Mr. McDermorr. And was that the first time that this question 
was brought to your attention / 

Mr. Harpy. Absolutely. 

Mr. McDermorr. I believe I have no further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Hardy, the first time I spoke with you I believe 
was on the telephone on April 3, 1951. 
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Mr. Harpy. Yes; it was last week. 

Mr. Becker. And at that time I made it from the subcommittee 
office and Mr. McDermott was present. I made a note of some of 
the things you said. I just want to bring that fact out. With 
respect to the post-card mailing I have a note that “he advised 
Surine that anything deposited in the post office between 5:30 or 
6 a. m., on Monday morning, November 6, would be delivered.” 

Mr. Harpy. Well, the thing in connection with that as I remem- 
ber it, as you phrased your question, is this. The election was 
Tuesday. Now there was a possibility as a*matter of fact of any 
thing being delivered all day Monday might still have had some 
benefit because there are a lot of people, T know there are a lot of 
friends of mine down in the post office who work until 5 o'clock, 
then go home and then go around and vote. 

Mr. Becker. And also that it was inadvisable to mail anything 
later than 2 a. m., Tuesday morning? 

Mr. Harpy. That is exactly right, because it would never get out 
for distribution. See our first trucks leave for the stations about 5 
o clock in the morning. 

Mr. Becker. And anything mailed up to 2 a. m. Tuesday 
be delivered to the 52 stations and | ranches in Baltimore / 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Harpy. Exactly. 

Mr. Becker. Now you gave some figures of the matline. 
class mail from November 1 to what was that 4 

Mr. Harpy. The 6th, 

Mr. Becker. Through November 67 

Mr. Harpy. Ineluding the 6th; yes. 

Mr. Bre KER, Now what would be the normal cancellations that 
would be received during this same period of time ? 

Mr. Harpy. Well. I checked back subsequent to that date and the 
avernge Sunday mailing cancellation hits around 150,000. The aver- 
age daily eancellation will hit between SOO and 850,000. 

Mr. Becker. Now, how many were on the midnight crew of No 
vember 5-6? 

Mr. Harpy. I believe there were 80 or approximately 80. 

Mr. Beexer. Well, now the chairman brought out that you 
two night crews, 

Mr. Harpy. That is right: we have a 5:30 erew and an 11 o'clock 
crew. 

Mr. Becker. What crew would work, say, after midnight from, 
sav 12 o'clock to 5? 

Mr. Harpy. Both crews actually. 

Mr. Becker. Both crews? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. your 9:50 crew would work until 2 o'clock in 
the morning. 

Mr. Becker. About how many men would there be then out of 
both crews that would be working in the post office / 

Mr. Harpy. You mean on a specifie night or any general night ? 

Mr. Brecexer. Well, | was referring specifically, if you could tell 
us, to the night of November 5 which was Sunday night and Monday 
morning, November 6. 
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Mr. Harpy. I would say offhand that there would be between 150 
and 200 men on both those crews plus about 50 indefinite subs who 
were appointed on November 1 plus also maybe 30 or 40 men who 
would come down from the mailing section at about 10 o'clock afte 
the dispatches of outgoing mail were made to help the other fellows 
get the mail up for Monday morning. 

Mr. Becker. What do you mean by “indefinite subs’—those men 
put on in addition to your normal working crews ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, yes; we appointed 66 indefinite clerks on Novem- 
ber 1, and 50 of them were assigned to the delivery section, 5:30. 

Mr. Becker. And was the reason because of the political items that 
were being mailed. 

Mr. Harpy. There were two reasons. Well, actually there were 
three reasons. We had approximately 140 vacancies in our whole 
post office set-up. The postmaster particularly designated November 
1 to bring them in on account of this political mail, and also because 
right about that time we start getting extremely busy or we are 
beginning to see that we are going to get busy in connection with 
Christmas mail. 

Mr. Becker. The number of upward of 200 men that were work- 
ing on this night shift, they would be working in the floor area where 
mail is received and distributed to the various stations / 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

Mr. Becker. And some of the distributing points as I gather you 
were telling us are near the bulk mailing window ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. That is right, the box section and South Brooklyn, 
Curtis Bay, there are three or four stations set up by itself over at on 
corner Which is very close to the bulk mail window. 

Mr. Becker. How large an area would al! these men be working in / 
You said you had a couple of hundred men working. Is it about a 
square block ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. Pretty close to it. The extreme end would be at least 
a block away. 

Mr. Becker. And would it have been possible for any one of thx 
200 or more men to have answered the buzzer at the bulk window / 

Mr. Harpy. Of course these new men would not. 

Mr. Becker. Eliminating the 50 new men? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. I would say there was a possibility that anybody 
could. Asa matter of fact it could even be a mail handler who hap 
pened to be walking over to the elevator and either saw the window 
open, which has been the case on a nunaber of occasions, or heard thi 
buzzer ringing and nobody was answering it. 

Mr. Becker. It could have been a possibility that anyone, say fron 
1 to 150 people, would that be a fair estimate / 

Mr. Harpy. Right. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Henninoas. No questions. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Just one further question, Mr. Chairman, and 
that is, recalling your earlier testimony in answer to a question that 
1 asked you, in your conversation with Surine about the mailing of 
those cards, you did indicate to him that 2 a.m. Monday morning was 
the latest mailing date to insure delivery, is that correct / 

Mr. Harpy. | probably indicated that as a definite time for the 
mail to be delivered Monday, which would be the day before the 
election. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all. Thank you, Mr. Hardy. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Harpy. You are quite welcome. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman, at this time by agreement with 
Mr. Becker I would like to introduce into the record of this subeom- 
mittee the sworn affidavits of the following employees of the Balti- 
more post office: Charles F. Reichhardt, general superintendent of 
mails, Calvin Williams Lynch, Julian Francis Williams, John D. 
Younger, Linwood Meade Williams, Rowe Collins Ward, William 
Craft Westhoff, and Joseph George MuhImeister. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection those will be introduced into 
the record. 

(The affidavits above referred to follow :) 


UNITED STATES Post OFFICE, 


Baltimore 33, Md., March 28, 1951. 
Mr. Louis H. Friep, 


Investigator, Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, 
United States Senate, Washingto 25, D.C 


My Dear Sir: Pursuant to your inquiry relative to the window service in the 
registry section of the Baltimore post office between the hours of 12 p.m. mid 
night and 3 a. m., November 6, 1950, you are advised that our records show Clerk 
J. D. Younger was assigned to the emergency mailing window that is established 
to handle different types of mail matter, except registry, after 6 p. m. daily, and 
Sundays and holidays, and Clerk L. N. Williams to the window designated to re 
ceive registered mail matter. 

Clerk Younger should have handled all matters concerning mail presented at 
the registry section, except registered matter. However, there is a possibility that 
Clerk Williams or Clerk R. C. Ward, the only other employees on duty in the regis 
try section, may have relieved him for a short period if circumstances required. 
There would be no record that would indicate that such relief was or was not 
afforded during the time referred to herein. 

CHARLES F. REICHHARDT, 
General Superintendent of Mails 


Subscribed and sworn before me this 23d day of March 1951, at Baltimore, Md 
[SEAL] 


BERNARD L. F. Winter, Notary 
My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


Marcu 28, 1951. 
My full name is Calvin Williams Lynch, age 28, and I reside at 323 Ilchester 
Avenue, Baltimore 18, Md. 


[am a regular clerk and have been with the postal 
service and stationed at the main post office, Baltimore, Md., since I entered this 


employment. I am in the box section distributing mail to the boxholders and 
occasionally attending the box window. If the regular man was off, I would oc 
casionally substitute on the bulk-mail window. However, on the night of Novem- 
ber 5, and the morning of November 6, 1950, according to my daily assignment 
sheet which I have personally checked, I was working in the box section and 
definitely know that no one asked me about the mailing of 20,000 to 30,000 post 
ecards or a large batch of cards, and I feel that this is an unusual inquiry which 
1 would remember if anyone talked to me about it. If I had checked on an in 
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quiry of this type I am certain the details of it would definitely remain clear in 
my mind because I would have to talk to other people to fully assure that the 
question was properly answered. 
CALVIN WILLIAMS Lyncu [L. 8.], 
Subscribed and sworn before me this 27th day of March 1951, at Baltimore, Md. 


[SEAL] Bernarp L. F. WINTER. 


My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


My full name is Julian Francis Williams, and my age is 58 years. I have been 
a United States postal employee for the past 2S years and have been assigned to 
the main office at Calvert and Fayette Streets, Baltimore 83, Md., as a regular 
clerk. I reside at 4208 Duvall Avenue, Baltimore 16, Md. 

I am assigned to the city delivery (handling and distributing mail to the 
boxes for boxholders) and handling newspaper exchanges which are handled in 
back of the bulk window section. In the course of my duties, I would answer 
the bulk-mail bell if used by a customer. 

On the night of Sunday, November 5, 1950, I came on duty at 11 p. m. and went 
off at 7:30 a. m. Monday, November 6, 1950. During my tour of duty on the 
night of November 5 and the morning of November 6, 1950, as described above, 
at no time did any person, male or female, make any inquiry concerning the 
mailing of 20,000 to 30,000 postcards or any large batch of cards, the mailing 
being done by the person other than the one making the inquiry. I don’t recall 
any questions concerning cards or political matter, I feel that if anyone asked 
me such a question I would remember it. 

JULIAN Francis WiiuiAMs [L. 8.], 
Regular Clerk. 

Subscribed and sworn before me this 27th day of March 1951, at Balti- 

more, Md. 


} 


[SEAL ] Bernarp L. F. Wrnrer, Notary. 
My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


Marcu 22, 1951. 

My full name is John D. Younger, age 36, and I reside at 222 South Monastery 
Avenue, Baltimore 29, Md. I have been in the United States postal service for 
the past 1l years. I am permanently assigned to the midnight crew of the registry 
section and I come on duty at 11:30 p. m. and go off at 8S a. m. We never work 
the same days in any period of weeks. Our assignments are based on a monthly 
system and no 2 weeks would be alike as far as workdays are concerned. I was 
informed by Mr. Albert H. Naeny, assistant postmaster, that I might be inte 
viewed, he did not say by whom, and asked me if I could recall any information 
concerning the Monday morning prior to the election. He did say that it had 
something to do with the postal cards containing a picture of Mr. Butler. I came 
on duty at 11:30 p. m., November 5, 1950, Sunday night (verified by examination 
of daily assignment sheet told to Louis H. Fried, investigator, by Charles F. 
Reichardt, general superintendent of mails) and went off duty at 8S a. m., Monday, 
November 6, 1950. That night I was taking care of the emergency mailing win- 
dow. This window is wire-caged enclosed and is directly alongside and north 
of the bulk-mail window which has a bell on it. We accept special delivery, air- 
mail, or any bulk first-class mail that cannot be dropped on the belt which is a 
conveyor system taking first-class mail to the second floor for cancellation 
There is a buzzer-signaling device on this window. It is not a bell. Im fact, all 
of the other signals in the registry sections are buzzers, not bells. The registry 
clerk attending the emergency window will not respond to the bulk-mail window 
bell at any time. It does not come within our duty to leave the emergency 
cage for service at the bulk-mail window and, further, we cannot leave the cage 
door open for any length of time other than to place mail on the conveyor belt 
This is for protective measures: registry mail is valuable mail. Unless I were 
attending to another customer, anyone trying to see or talk to me would have 
to use the buzzer to reach me. I would be in the back of this cage and depending 
on What T was doing, the distance from the window would be roughly 75 feet or 
even substantially more. TI do not recall anvone talking to me or makine an 
inquiry concerning anyone else depositing for mailing purposes 20,000 to 30,000 
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post cards of any kind to the best of my knowledge or any large batch of cards. 
In fact, if such an inquiry was made, and we wanted to give a fair and true 
answer, I would hagve to check with the other men on duty to see if they knew 
anything about it and that would definitely stick in my mind. To my knowl- 
edge, no contact was made with anyone else concerning this question. 
Joun D. Younger [L. S.], 
Clerk. 

Subscribed and sworn before me this 27th day of March 1951, at Balti- 
more, Md. 

[SEAL] BERNARD L, F. WINTER, Notary. 


My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


MarcH 24, 1951. 

My full name is Linwood Mead Williams, age 40, and I reside at 3131 Virginia 
Avenue, Baltimore 15, Md. I am a regular clerk and have been with the main 
office of the United States post office at Calvert and Fayette Streets, Baltimore, 
Md., since 1941. On the night of November 5 to November 6, 1950, from 11:30 
p.m. toS a. m. I was assigned in my regular station in the registry section and 
would only have responded to a window call if Mr. Younger, the regularly 
assigned clerk to the window would designate me to take his place there in his 
absence for any reason. 

If any inquiry was made of me concerning a bulk mailing I could not answer the 
question anyway because I don’t take care of this type of mail. If any person 
nsisted on an answer I would probably refer the matter over to someone else. 

However, I don’t recall anyone making any inquiry of me on the above-men- 
tioned dates and times or at any other time concerning the mailing of 20,000 
to 30,000 posteards or any other large batch of postcards. There is a possibility 
that I might not remember. I don’t recall every having had any inquiry made 
of me concerning bulk mailing since I have been in this post office to the best of 
my knowledge. 

Linwoop Meap WILLIAMS [tL. s], 
Regular Clerk. 

Subscribed and sworn before me this 27th day of March 1951, at Baltimore, 

Md. 


[SEAL] BERNARD L. F. WINTER, Notary. 


My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


Marcu 26, 1951. 
My full name is Rowe Collins Ward and I reside at 226 Dunkirk Road, Balti 
more 12, Md. I have been employed in the main office of the United States postal 
service, Calvert and Fayette Streets, Baltimore 33, Md., for the past 30 years. 
Tam a regular clerk and I am assigned to the registry section. I have checked 
my assignment sheet in the presence of Mr. Columbus Howard Isaacs, foreman, 
which indicates that on the morning of November 6, 1950, between the hours of 
11:30 p.m. (November 5, 1950) to 8 a. m. (November 6, 1950) IT was assigned 
to distribution cage, currency cage, and assistant separator. On these assign 
ments I would have no reason to work any window and I do not reeall having 
cone so, 
Rowe Coutins Warp [L. 8.], 
Position Clerk, Re gistry Section. 


Subscribed and sworn before me this 27th day of March 1951, at Baltimore, 
Md. 


[SEAL ] BERNARD L. F. WINTER, Notary. 


My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


Marcu 23, 1951. 
My full name is William Craft Westhoff, age 50, and I reside at 5610 Tramore 
Road, Baltimore 14, Md. I have been employed by the United States postal 
service for the past 27 years and I have been attached to the main office of the 


85670—51——75 
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Baltimore postal service for the same period of time. I am a clerk distributing 
mail in the box section. 

I was on duty on November 5, 1950, from 11 p. m. to Novenfber 6, 1950, to 7: 
a. m. in the box section. While on this assignment, if I was offered any kin 
of mail, political or otherwise, for mailing purposes, I would not accept it and 
would tell whoever offered it to me that they (or he) would have to take it t 
the bulk mailing window. I feel that if any question was directed to me abou 
any type of mailing information, that I would not be competent to answer th: 
question. If any question on mailing was asked of me, I would send then: 
around to the bulk mailing window. At no time on the above-mentioned date 
and tour of duty described did anyone ask me about any type of mailing. It i: 
extremely rare for my department to get any type of inquiry. Regardless of th: 
type of mail, I receive an inquiry about mailing about once a week and then | 
send them around to the bulk mail window. 

I am certain that no one ever asked me about the mailing by someone else o! 
20,000 to 30,000 postcards or a large batch of cards, and don’t feel that I could 
honestly answer the question even if it had been made to me. I know and am 
positive that I would have remembered it if I had heard a question of this sort 

Wunram Crarr Wesruorr [L. S.], 
Clerk. 


Subscribed and sworn before me this 27th day of March 1951, at Baltimore, Md 
[SEAL] Bernhard L. F. Winter, Notary. 


3t 


Marcy 23, 1951. 

My full name is Joseph George Muhlmeister, age 30, and I reside at 43822 Glen 
more Avenue, Baltimore 6, Md. I have been employed by the United States 
postal service for approximately 2 years and I am a regular clerk and have been 
working at the main office at Calvert and Fayette Streets for the same period of 
time. 

I am assigned to the distributiton of mail for carrier delivery out of Hamil 
ton and Raspeburg stations. When necessary, I assist in the box section bu 
never have occasion nor have I ever attended to the needs of any customer at 


any window. 
JOSEPH GrorGE MUHLMEISTER [L. 8.], 
Regular Clerk 


Subscribed and sworn before me this 27th day of March 1951, at Baltimor: 


Mad. 
[SEAL] BeERNHARD L. F. WINTER. 


My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


Senator Monroney. Will the counsel call the next witness, 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jon M. Jonkel, please. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Jonkel, will you state your full nanx 
please ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Jon M. Jonkel. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give in this hearing shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Jonxe. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you for coming back before us, M: 
Jonkel. Mr. McDermott. 


TESTIMONY OF JON M. JONKEL, ACCOMPANIED BY EDWARD 
BENNETT WILLIAMS 


Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Jonkel, during the time that you were living 
temporarily in Baltimore during your activity in connection wit! 
the campaign of John Marshall Butler, you maintained a persona 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 1173 


checking account at the First National Bank in Baltimore, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Jonxken. I did. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, during that period did you maintain a 
personal account in any other bank anywhere ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I had, I believe, I still have a checking account at the 
Lake Shore Bank in Chicago. That is on Michigan boulevard. I 
have an account at the First National Bank at Cicero, Cicero, Lil. 
I believe I am still part of a joint account at the Oak Park Trust & 
Savings Bank in Oak Park, [ll., and I may be still part of a joint 
account in the Suburban Trust in Oak Park, Ill. 1 say I may be 
because I have legal separation from my wife and we have rearranged 
our financial affairs. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now in the period preceding your participation 
in the campaign, did you maintain accounts in any other banks other 
than those that you have mentioned ¢ 

Mr. JonKEL. The reason I am hesitating, Mr. McDermott, is be- 
cause I have worked in different parts of the country and L usually 
establish an account when I work in—I may still have, I believe I do, 
L have never actually closed out an account in a bank in El Paso, Tex., 
First National Bank of Ei Paso, but I don’t think there is $200 in 
there. -That has been dormant for perhaps 3 ye -, 

a McDermorr. During the period from July 1, 1950, to Decem- 
ber 1, 1950, did you make any deposits to or w thd awals from your 
siahes in either the Lake Shore Bank in Chicago, the First National 
Bank of Cicero, the Oak Park Trust and Savings Bank of Oak Park, 
the Suburban Trust of Oak Park, or the First National Bank of El 
Paso ¢ 

Mr. JonKet. I probably made some personal deposits for my wife 
in the Oak Park Trust and Savings Bank. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any other deposits to any of the 
other accounts ¢ 

Mr. JonKe.. No. 

Mr. McDermorr. Did you make any withdrawals from any of 
those accounts ? 

Mr. Jonxen. No; I did not. 

Mr. McDermorr. So there would have been no activities in any of 
the accounts which I have listed other than possible deposits to the 
joint account of the Suburban Trust in Oak Park, is that right? 

Mr. JonKEL. Yes; or the Oak Park and Trust and Savings, either 
one of those two. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, in submitting, in response to the subpena 
that was served upon you earlier, you have now submitted to this 
subcommittee certain records with reference to the activities in your 
account at the First National Bank in the city of Baltimore, and those 
records appear to be quite complete with the exception of your can- 
celed checks for the months of October and November 1950. Now 
you indicated in your recent letter addressed to me, which I re- 
ceived, and with which you forwarded certain of these records, that 
those checks had been lost. Can you tell us anything further in 
exp lanation of the absence of your ¢c anceled checks in the First Na- 
tional Bank for the months of October and November 1950? 

Mr. Jonxen. I have previously testified when I left Washington 
to go back to Chicago to settle up my affairs, I took everything that I 
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had with me. I turned over everything including the things you now 
have to my accountant so that he could get me squared away and also 
to make out my income tax for 1950. You asked for this data. 

I asked him by wire and by letter to send me what he had. There 
was some confusion. He did not know what parts had to do with 
the campaign. He sent me part of the material, then he sent me some 
more of the material later on and I had the material with me the last 
time I was here. It was not asked for. I had sent some of it back. 

Finally I got some more of it back from him. It sounds kind of 
involved, but he is in Chicago and I am here. What happened to the 
October and, the November statements I do not know. I don’t even 
have the statements. 

I went to the bank in Baltimore, I called the bank in Baltimore, and 
I went there to get duplicates of the deposits, to get duplicates of the 
statements and they tell me that the committee had subpenaed the 
entire account. They do not have the originals, the microfilms of the 
deposits, they have nothing, so I have no further data for myself or 
even for the internal revenue for the months of October and November. 

Mr. McDermorr. In explanation of that, Mr. Jonkel, and so that 
you will know, the bank or whomever you talked with at the bank was 
in error on the microfilm records. 

They send those microfilm records to some photographic house here 
in Washington and either the records are now back in their possession 
or they are in the possession of the photographic house here in Wash- 
ington. We do have, we did a from the bank copies of your 
deposit slips and your bank statements. We have had those photo 
stated and the originals are back in the possession of Mr. Charles FE. 
Bellis, the assistant cashier at the bank, so if you have occasion to 
consult those or need them, you will find that they have been returned, 

Now we, of course, are primarily concerned with the activity of this 
account in connection with the campaign and the general election in 
November as distinguished from the primary election, but_in the 
absence of your canceled checks for the months of October and Novem- 
ber we do not have much information. 

Mr. Jonxen. I beg your pardon, but you have information on the 
deposits. You know how active the account was. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is right. 

Mr. Jonxen. You have a duplicate of the statements so you know 
how many checks were drawn against the account. 

Mr. McDernmorr. That is right. Now in your statement for the 
month of September there appears to be a check drawn on your per 
sonal account in the amout of $1,250 payable to Naomi Duff Smith. 
Now Naomi Duff Smith, I believe, operates an advertising agency 
and did some work in connection with the campaign. Was this a 

campaign expense that you paid? 

Mr. Jonker. Naomi Duff Smith handled the adve rtising, the news- 
paper advertising, for the Butler campaign in the primary campaign. 
She would place ads in the newspapers. We had to pay in order to 
get the ads into the newspapers. She refused to let—the last ads 
before the primary—she refused to run them or to clear them with the 
newspapers throughout the State unless she got paid. That was the 
day we could not find Mr. Mundy. She refused to wait until the 
next day. 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 1175 


We were going to lose our newspaper ads the day before, the last 
time befor the primary. We were going to be through in the news- 
papers unless we did something, so I gave a personal check to Mrs. 
Smith for that amount, knowing that I would get the money repaid, 
and I did get the money back from Mr. Mundy when I was able to 
locate him. 

Mr. McDermorr. That was on September 11, 1950. Then on Sep- 
tember 12, 1950, there is a check on your personal account in the 
amount of $190 to Hearst Radio, Inc.. WBAL. Was that a cam- 
paign expenditure ? 

Mr. Jonxent. Yes. That is for radio time. We were told that if 
we did not have a check there to pay for radio time, Mr. Butler would 
not go on the air. He was on his way over there ina cab. I gave a 
personal check to get us on the air. We could not find Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. McDermorr. Were you reimbursed subsequently on that 

Mr. JonkeL. Yes; I was. 

Mr. McDermorr. And on September 6, 1950, which is prior to the 
other two checks, there is a check on your personal account in the 
amount of $380 to WBAL broadeasting station. Is that also a cam 
palgn expense ¢ 

Mr. Jonxe,. The same thing. We were being canceled out of our 
television time and radio time unless we put the money up; had to 
have the money up. I gave them acheck. I was reimbursed. 

Mr. Me ‘DeRMorTr. Now, as I indicated these disbursements, these 
transactions were with reference to the primary. 

Senator Monroney. Is that true? Is his statement true that all 
of those checks that he has just given, the two on the radio station 
as well as the one to Naomi Duff Smith, were all primary expenditures ? 

Mr. Jonker, That is my recollection, Senator. Without seeing the 
dates 

Mr. McDerrmorr. I say based on the dates, Mr. Chairman, which are 
September 6, 11, and 12. 

Now | hand you a photo copy of vour original bank ledger sheet, 
exhibit 100, which shows the months of October and November. Can 
you tell us whether any of the disbursements from your account dur- 
ing that period, during those months of October and November, were 
in payment of « ae ign expenses or to campaign creditors? There is 
one $900 item that I had checked, Mr. Jonkel. Do you reme mber what 
that was? 

Mr. Jonken. No: I am sorry I do not, Mr. McDermott. That is an 
odd figure, $900. No; I do not know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, then, do I understand from your looking at 
that—— 

Mr. Jonxken. I have previously testified that some of the money I 
handled—I cashed the ae ks that came in to me, I paid some bills 
with them. I may have. I said I did not know for sure, but I may 
have deposited some of that money in my account and paid bills 
directly from my account in cash. 

I know that I said that in previous testimony. This may be one 
of those items. I don’t actually remember doing that, but I say that 
I may have done it because we had a lot of problems keeping money 
straight and keeping it moving fast enough. 
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Mr. McDermorr. So during that period of October and early No- 
vember you state you may have e made payments to campaign creditors 
out of your personal account; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, one wood way of doing it, and this is why I 
tried to get the duplicates of the statement, I know how much money 
T took in. That was mine, that was mine [indication]. You see, in 
that period, Mr. McDermott, from October 5 until November 30, I 
had de ‘posits of $500, $2,000, $3,250, I had approximately $5,000 de- 
posits in almost 3 months. Well, that I can assume that I wasn’t 
reimbursed for anything, so that was my money. 

Mr. Mc Dernort. $1,250 a month, Mr. Jonkel; those deposits would 
have been in excess of your salary payments. 

Mr. Jonxex. There is a $1,500 loan from Mrs. Miller that has al- 
ready been recorded. That is in there. That is $1,500. As I say, 
I don’t say that I did not clear some payments of something through 
my account, but whatever it was it couldn’t have been in excess of 
$1,000. There is not $1,000 differential there, and I don’t believe, in 
all sincerity, that I did that, but I would not swear to that. I am 
under oath. 

Mr. McDermortr. Now from your personal account in the First Na- 
tional Bank in Baltimore, did you make any payments to personnel of 
your Chicago office? 

Mr. Jonxet. Yes; probably. 

Mr. McDernorr. I am referring specific ally to, for example, your 
check of July 18, 1950, in the amount of § $300, to William Webb. Do 
you recall what that was for? 

Mr. Jonxet. Probably he needed money. I don’t mean to be flip. 
T don’t know what it was for now. He needed money for something. 
When I came to Baltimore, originally, I intended to be able to go back 
and forth from Baltimore to Chicago. I did have a business in 
Chicago. 

Mr. Webb worked for me. So did several other people. We got 
so involved in the campaign, we were so busy, I didn’t have time to 
even take care of any of my work from Chicago. They stopped send 
ing me mail because they didn’t get replies to it. 

He probably called me up one day and said that he could not get 
Pei ce else to do something, and I sent him a check. I may have 
sent him more money, I don’t know. 

Mr. McDermorr. Do you recall when Mr. Webb came to Balti- 
more ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I couldn’t remember now when Mr. Webb came to 
Baltimore. I remember vaguely that Mr. Webb was going to leave 
my employment in Chicago. I couldn’t even tell you right now wher 
that was without looking at his personnel record. I assume that it 
was about 3 weeks before the campaign. 

Mr. a Dermorrt. There is no question that your $300 check, dated 
July 18, 1950, had no relations to participation in the campaign; is 
that cor aa 

Mr. Jonxen. July 18? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. Jonxet. Well, no. 

Mr. McDermorr. I just want that fact established. Now, how 
about a check dated August 18, 1950, in the amount of $200, to Wil- 
liam J. Webb? Was he in Baltimore at that time? 
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Mr. Jonxen. No. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I will hand you that. 

Mr. JonxeL. What is the endorsement on the back of the check, 
Mr. McDermott? Through what clearinghouse did it pass? 

Mr. McDermott. Baltimore branch of. the Federal Reserve bank. 
There is also a 

Mr. Jonxen. Where is the first endorsement ? 

Mr. McDermorr. There is a Chicago stamp on the Continental Ili- 
nois Bank of Chicago, so this payment to him, then, would have been 

n connection with sometlfing other than the campaign. 

Mr. Jonxeu. Yes; it would. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Now, you indicate in reviewing your testimony 
that there was no activity in either the Lake Shore Bank, in your 
iccount in the Lake Shore Bank, the First National Bank of Cicero, 
the First National Bank of El Paso, during the period of your partici- 
pation in this campaign. 

Mr. Jonxet. I am under oath, and I can say positively there was 
o activity connected with this campaign in any bank except the 
Baltimore Bank other than the dey osits that I made for personal 
f xpens eS of my f: amily and the Se ¢ he ks th: at went to Mr. Webb. 

Mr. McDermorr. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. I have no questions. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smiru. I have none. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings ? 

Senator Hennineos. Mr. Jonkel, do you know Mr. H. L. Hunt, of 
Dallas, Tex. ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I know a Jack Hunt, of Dallas, Tex. No, sir: it is 
ot Jack Hunt. It is Jack Porter. No; I have never met Mr. Hunt. 
| have talked with him on the telephone, I believe. 

Senator Henninoes. You have talked with Mr. Hunt on the tele- 
phone ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I believe I have, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Do you recall getting a $5,000 contribution for 
ie campaign from Mr. H. L. Hunt, of Dallas, Tex. ? 

Mr. Jonxet. No, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Would you say that you are sure you did not? 

Mr. Jonxeu. I recall getting a $5,000 contribution through Mr. 
Porter, and I think my previous testimony also indicated at that 
time I think I mentioned the name of Hunt, because I said perhaps 
Mr. Porter—we were talking about why do I remember that figure. 
| said that Mr. Porter did raise money for us. 

[ remember getting money from Mr. Porter, and I don’t know if 
t was his own money or if he had received money from Mr. Hunt. 

Senator Hennrnos. You were led to believe that the contribution 
from Mr. Porter was, in fact, that of Mr. Hunt; were you? 

Mr. Jonxex. Yes, sir. I don’t know if I was led to believe that, 
but I mean that was the impression I got. I don’t know if they tried 
to give me that impression. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 
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Senator Monroney. Is there any chance that we will be able to 
have these October and November bank statements? Have you 
searched diligently for those? 

Mr. Jonxet. I sure have. 

Senator Monronry. Were they put in the mail by your auditor 
to be sent to you? ‘Tell us a little bit more about the circumstances 
of their disappearance. 

Mr. Jonxen. I took them from Washington to Chicago. I came 
back to Washington. I sent for them. 1 believe they were at my 
mene They were sent to me with a bunch of other things from Chi 

ro to W: ashington. I sent them back to the auditor. 

‘The auditor tried to send them back to me, or said he sent them 
back or someplace. I have looked through everything I have. |] 
asked that they be looked for in Chicago. 

Senator Monroney. In other words. the records of October and 
November were intact at the time they went to your auditor in Chi 
cago! 

Mr. Jonkeu. Yes, sil 

Senator Monroney. And he had the advantage of those in making 
out your income-tax returns / 

Mr. Jonxen. No, sir, because he did not get a chance to work o) 
them. This is the first time I was asked about these records, was 
back in January sometime. So, since then we have been in a kind of 
“hassle” about where are the records or where are not the records. 

] hope | you can see why I would be concerned with it, because that 
is a coincidence that the 2 months that you went to look at are not 
available, so that is why I have made such an effort to try to get the 
duplicate statements, because I hoped that from the statements show 
ing the deposits from, we will say, October 5 until November 30, you 
can see how active my account was. You can see how much money 
there is in there. There is only a total of four or five thousand dol 
lars In the account for all that time. 

Senator MonRoNEY. . or the 2 months. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, si 

Senator MONRONEY. 1 believe you testified your salary was $1,250? 

Mr. Jonken. $1,250, and I had a $1,500 loan from Mrs. Miller. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. On the 2 months in question, Mr. Jonkel. 
you never did receive your statement with the cleared checks attached 
to it from the bank, as I understand it. 

Mr. Jonxen. Oh, no, sir; I received my statement every month. 

Senator Hennrinos. hg vou have the checks from the bank ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes, s 

Senator eo oe this period of time? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Do you remember what those checks were? Do 
you remember to whom they were drawn? For example, this shows 
on October 5 a deposit of $1,250. Do you remember anything about 
thas’ That was your salary; was it not? 

Mr. Jonxen. That was my salary. 

Senator Henninos. $175, October 17. 

Mr. Jonxet. Probably money that I had spent, expenses, and was 
reimbursed. 
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Senator Henninos. $1,500 on October 1. Do you remember any- 
thing about that ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; I am quite sure that was a check from Mrs. Peter 
Miller. 

Senator Hennines. And $500? 

Mr. JonKen, $500 may have been from Chicago. 

Senator Monroney. As a part of your advertising and public re- 
lations ? 

Mr. Jonker. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. That would be the only money you would re- 
ceive from Chicago; would it ? 

Mr. JonKeL. No,sir. Lreceived some other money from Chicago. 

Senator Monroney. I mean in connection with your public rela- 
tions work ? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; oh, yes. 

Senator Monroney. Either your firm or people who owed your 
firm ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes: that is right. 

Senator Monroney. But not in connection in any way whatsoever 
with the Maryland campaign / 

Mr. JonKeL, You mean as contributions ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JonKeL. No, no; that would be money that I had coming from 
accounts in Chicago, and the reason, Senator, you might find that 
there are some broken figures. I don’t think you will see $1,250 again 
on the statement, because from then on my pay was kind of spotty. 
We did not always have $1,250 to pay me in a lump sum, and so it 

came in in 250's or 380’s. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman, I take it that the committee 
counsel is going to do some further work on these matters relating to 
the accounts. I understand you did not know about some six bank 
accounts before today. 

Mr. McDermorr. No. 

Mr. Chairm: an, I would like to introduce into the records of the sub- 
committee at this time this photo copy of the bank statement of Mr: 
Jonkel with the First National Bank of Baltimore, and also the phote 
copies of his deposit slips for the period July 18, 1950, to Paces l, 
LOD 1. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, that will be done. 

(The documents above referred to will be found in the files of the 
subcommittee as exhibits 99 and 100.) 

Senator Monroney. Do you recall receiving from Mrs. Rex Lee or 
from anyone in Senator McCarthy’s office the balance of about $1,250 
which was withdrawn from the Washington Bank at the close of the 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Jonxev. No, sir; I had nothing to do with any part of the cam- 
paign after—I mean they may have closed it: I don’t know. They 
would not have turned it over to me. At least they did not that I 
know about. 

Senator Monroney. There were no bills that you used money that 

came in after the campaign to pay for / 

Mr. JoNKEL. No, sir. 

Senator Monronry. All of your bills you paid, particularly those 
in your short-circuiting process, were paid prior to the e ‘lection d: ry ¢ 
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Mr. JonKeu. They were under the pressure of the campaign. There 
was no need for that. ‘There was no need for my services, as a matter 
of fact, after. 

Senator Monronry. And none of the funds, I believe Miss Kerr 
testified yesterday that she delivered or handled in the campaign, 
were turned over to Mr. Mundy. ‘They were all turned over to you 
for endorsement and some sent back here to Washington to pay bills 
and some to other printers. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. Well, I don’t know what she—— 

Senator Monronry. She testified to that effect, and I was just 
seeking to be sure that you did not route any of those funds through 
Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. Jonxex. I would not say for sure that we never did, Senator. 
I don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. Well, most of them that she identified you 
have also identified as being those funds that did not go through the 

regular accounting process, and you still say that that was because 
of shortness of time and in: ability to get a hold of Mr. Mundy. 

Mr. JonKeL. That was to avoid, Senator, the kind of thing that was 

yparent in the primary. There was the alternative, as I saw it at 
the time, I don’t know; maybe it wasn’t a very good thing to do, but 
during the primary, for instance, if we were going to be put off the 
air, we are not going to have newspaper space, we are not going to 
have something, we had to have it if we were going to have a cam- 
paign. I went ahead with personal account. To avoid that when 
contributions came in in the last week or 10 days of the campaign, 
I endorsed the checks over to pay for bills. 

Senator Monroney. And then in reconstructing this supplemental 
filing that you made just as these hearings opened, the $27,000 figure, 
had you ever talked to anyone who advised you in any way that that 
was the approximate amount that the committee had knowledge of 
having been spent and not reported ? 

Mr. JonxeE.. I testified already that I met with Mr. Stockbridge, 
my counsel; Mr. Williams; Frank Smith, of Mr. Butler’s office; Perry 
Patterson, the Times-Herald attorney; vom Baur, Mr. vom Baur. 

We met in Mr. Butler’s office in Mr. Butler’s absence, and had, 
I don’t know, a half hour, an hour’s discussion about what it is that 
was going to—where were we going from here and what was coming 
up. Iwas concerned because Senator Tydings had said in his original 
statement that I had carried $5,000 over to Washington. Incidentally, 
I hope that by now we know that I did not carry the $5,000 over to 
Washington. Somebody else did. That is part of the ree ord; so, I 
wanted to know about the money. 

Now, that is about - far as we got, and my counsel gave me v very 
good advice. He said, “You better sit down and try to think about 
it,” and I told him that I had not seen Mr. Mundy’s report; so he 
arranged to get it. 

When we went over it, I saw that there were names that I remem- 
bered I did not see on the report, and I tried to reconstruct things 
to the best of my ability. I still don’t know for sure. I still have 
not gone over and checked what we have reported plus what Mr. Mc- 
Dermott found in addition to that. I don’t know if that figure 
matches anything. I still haven’t gone over the thing. All I know 
is I turned in a report of the amount of money that I remember. 
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Senator Monroney. My question, however, was, was there at any 
of your conferences mention made of $27, 000 being unreported ? 

Mr. Jonxex. Not that I remember. 

Senator Monroney. Would you not remember that pretty vividly 
if it was called to your attention ? 

Mr. Witurams. I can answer that question if you want me to, 
Senator. 

Senator Monroney. You are not under oath. 

Mr. Wiuiiams. I will be willing to go under oath if Mr. Jonkel 
will permit me as his counsel to divulge what happened at that con- 
ference ? 

Mr. Jonxet. I don’t remember. I don’t think there was any such 
figure. 

Senator Monroney. The testimony of Mr. Stockbridge and others 
was that you at first had absolutely no idea and were insistent that 
there was not any funds that had not been reported. I mean it was 
very definite to that point. 

Then suddenly comes up the $27,000 figure complete with who gave 
it, and we were trying to reiotnetinet the difference between the testi- 
fied attitude that you had at the earlter meetings with the $27,000 
which you later reported. 

Mr. Jonxev. Well, I would have nothing to conceal from Mr. Stock- 
bridge or from Mr. Smith or from any of the people that were at 
that meeting. I had assumed, as I assumed until I found out other- 
wise, that that money was being reported somehow. Maybe I was a 
dreamer; I don’t know. I just assumed that the money was being 
reported. 

At that meeting when they kept asking me about the money, that is 
when my counsel advised that we had better get a hold of Mr. Mundy’s 
reports, and we did get the Mundy report, and we found some dis- 
crepancies. | remember names that were not on his report. We 
constructed that. I came out with that with him at his advice. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Jonkel, I think you can understand why 
it seems a matter of particular interest to the committeee to try to 
ascertain how you arrived at the figure of $27,100 when the informa- 
tion that the committee had, which presumably had never been dis- 
closed to you or to any of the gentlemen at the meeting, amounted to 
$27,300 of unreported expenditures, That has aroused our interest to 
some extent. Iam sure you can appreciate that. 

Mr. Jonxeu. I can appreciate that, but I think also we can acknowl- 
edge two things. We could acknowledge the possibility of a coin- 
cidence. That is a fair thing to acknowledge. We could also ac- 
knowledge the fact that we spent every dime we had on the cam- 
paign and wound up with a deficit. We wound up with a deficit on 
the campaign. 

You were looking at money that between what Mr. Mundy reported 
and between what you got from the printers and other things you know 
that X dollars were spent. All right, we said in Mr. Mundy’s report 
here is a certain amount of money. That is what we report as contri- 
butions, Then the contributions did not match the money that was 
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spent. There is a discrepancy there. Then we found or remembered 
or did the best we could to provide the rest of the money. 

Now the money totals, we have here what was spent and here is 
what was contributed, and I don’t see how that is in variance in any 
way. 

Senator Henninos. It was further a matter of comment, I think, 
by the committee members when we were going over some of these 
records and figures in executive session, the general purport of our 
interest seemed almost irresistibly directed to the fact that here you 
had been unable to tell us from what source you had refreshed your 
recollection to the extent of $27,100, and our files contained the figure 
of $27,300 of which we had definite knowledge, and in the refreshing 
of your recollection you did not stop substantially short of $27,000 in 
pursuing your recollection to its ultimate best remembrance, nor did 
you exceed $27,000 substantially in refreshing your recollection from 
sources Which we, as yet, have to hear about from Mr. Jonkel. I 
think you can appreciate our quandry under those circumstances. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. You have been unable to tell us, sir, how you 
refreshed your recollection on these various items contained in the 
supplementary report. 

Mr. Jonxeu. I thought that I had said that I remembered some, 
I remembered $10,000, I remembered $5,000, I remembered quite a deal 
of that money myself. 

My counsel got some for me. He asked some questions. Jean Kerr, 
I think, has testified, or at least I know I testified that I had asked 
her. She remembered some. Some other people remembered some. 

Senator Hennines. Do you remember which ones you remembered 4 

Mr. Jonxen. I remember the $10,000 from Mr. and Mrs. Murchison, 
I remember the $5,000 from Mr. Bentley, I remember $5,000 from 
Mr., what I call, Porter. I mean I don’t know for sure. I remember 
the contact was through him. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Porter? 

Mr. Jonxet, Yes. Ithink I remember Mr. Gainey. I don’t remem- 
ber, maybe Miss Kerr told me about that. I remember the $1,000 from 
here in Washington. I remembered some smaller checks. I don’t 
remember now which ones I remembered, Senator. That has been 
sometime ago, but I know I remembered over $20,000. 

Senator Hennines. If you remembered then, can’t you remember 
now / 

Mr. Jonker. Not necessarily, sir, because in the meantime I have 
heard a lot of testimony, I have read a lot in the paper about what 
came up about what. At that time we were all trying to find what 
money, or to complete the report, and I can remember reporting on 
over $20,000. I can see the position that the committee is in from 
one standpoint. That is if the committee is convinced that there 
was more money spent than has been reported, then I can see where 
you would feel that that is an odd coincidence, 

If the committee agrees that you have records, here is how much 
money was spent on the campaign and here _ how many contribu- 
tions there were; well, it balances out now. I don’t think you have, 
at any rate, anything to indicate that any other moneys were spent. 


Why shouldn't this all balance ? 
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Senator Henninas. Mr. Jonkel, did you at sar time disburse any 

cash other than that which you have told us about to anybody in 
the course of either the primary or the gener: + election ? 

Mr. JONKEL. Other than to pay bills. to pay party workers: ho, sir. 

Senator Henninas. Other than what you have testified to about 
up to this point in our inquiry ¢ 

Mr. JonkeL. No; I did not. 

Senator Hennines. At no time? 

Mr. Jonxen. I did not disburse any other cash than what I have 
talked about in the inquiry up to now; no, sir, 

Senator Hi NNINGS. Of that you are sure / 

Mr. Jonken. Yes. sir 

Senator MONRONEY. Mr. Jonkel, » have had 3 repeated testimon\ 
from a number of people that on Gaia day they went to the polls, 
they were handed various pieces of literature from the Butler cam 
paign. Some testified that they received From the Record. some 
test ified they received Back to Good ( a Dixie, and some testified th \ 
received The But ler Story. 

There is enough evidence in the record to lead the committee to 
believe that there was some election day work done, and since you 
were in charge of all the arrangements for Senator Butler, that is a 
silent part of the record and I beheve your testimony should be 
amplified. 

Mr. JONKEL. I don't think I quite follow vou. I hope there was 
work done on election day. We had a Re ‘pub ylican organization, we 
had precinet captains or precinct executives they call them, ward 
executives. We had a lot of people that were workiinw. We had put 
funds out to have those people work, to get ecards. 

Senator Monronery. That is what I am trying to get at. Now, who 
handled those funds, sir? 

Mr. Jonxet. I handled part of them: Mr. Dealy Nice, Republica 
chairman of the city committee, handled them. 

Senator Monroney. And where did Mr. Nice get his funds? 

Mr. JonKeEL. Mr. Mundy has reported a contribution or a part in 
the Mundy report, there is a record of moneys that were paid from the 
Butler campaign to Mr. Nice’s committee the same way that Mr. 
McKeldin’s ¢ ampaign contributed to that committee to pay the costs 
of the election work in Baltimore city. We had the same thing. 
Similar contributions were made to some of the county chairmen, 
some of the county organizations. 

Senator Monroney. Were made by whom? 

Mr. Jonxen | believe by Mr. Mundy. 

Senator Monroney. You said you disbursed some. You might 
tell us now just who that was disbursed through. 

Mr. JonKEL. Part of it was disbursed through—well., vou know the 
way an organization is built, if there is an organization—Mr. Nice, 
who was the city chairman had people that were within his own 
organization. He paid them money, he paid their expenses for 
election day. : 

That money was given to him by the Butler campaign and by the 
McKeldin campaign. In ad lition to that there were other Republi 
cans or there were other people that were willing to work, anxious to 
work on the election. They were not a part of “Mr. Nice’s organiza- 
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tion, so we would pay them in some instances in cash. That is a 
normal procedure. 

Senator Monronery. You say that was from you or from Mr. 
Mundy ? 

Mr. Jonxet. No, sir. Well, probably some of it was from Mr. 
Mundy. Some of it, I know, was in cash from me. 

Senator Monronrey. About what amount was it? 

Mr. Jonxent. I wouldn’t—maybe $2,000. I don’t know. I don’t 
remember. 

Senator Monroney. Where did that money come from? 

Mr. Jonkext. Checks that came in that were cashed. 

Senator Monroney. That was part of the cash you received, for 
instance, on some of these checks? 

Mr. Jonxex. Cashiers’ checks that would be cashed—paid some 
bills, paid some workers. 

Senator Monroney. Were these expenses reported to Mr. Mundy, 
the money that you put out to your election-day workers? 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes; I believe so. 

Senator Monroney. What amount? 

Senator Hennrnes. Specifically, the $2,000 to which you have just 
referred, Mr. Jonkel. 

Mr. Jonxet. I believe so. 

Senator Hennrnos. You believe 

Mr. Jonxet. We kept a record, Senator. We kept cash vouchers 
on them, and that was all. Mrs. Van Dyke or somebody took all of 
that and reported it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronrey. Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. You carefully scrutinized Mr. Mundy’s report. 
Did you see that $2,000 referred to in his report of expenditures ? 

Mr. JonKeL. At that time what I was looking for were the contribu- 
tions, the differential in how much money Mr. Mundy—the names of 
the differentials, the people that I did not see contributing. I did not 
audit the report from the standpoint of disbursements. 

Mr. McDermorr. You personally made those disbursements. Do 
you have personal knowledge whether that was reported to Mr. Mundy 
—not whether it might have been or should have been, but to your per- 
sonal knowledge was it reported ? 

Mr. JonKet. Do I have personal knowledge ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. 

Mr. JonxeL. No. I did not handle any of the books on the report- 
ing of any disbursements. 

Mr. McDernmorr. All right. One other question, Mr. Chairman. 

Did I understand you to say that at this meeting in Senator Butler’s 
office, at which he was not present, but when Mr. Stockbridge and Mr. 
vom Baur were present, and Mr. Smith, that also Mr. Perry Patter- 
son was there, together with Mr. Williams, your attorney ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. I believe, in fact I know that Mr. Patterson was there. 
I think he came late, because I remember talking to him in the corridor 
as we were leaving. I don’t know if he was there throughout the meet- 
ing, but I know he was there sometime. 

Mr. McDermort. That was when you had the first discussion about 
the fact that Mr. Mundy’s sworn report did not reflect all contribu 
tions; is that correct? 
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Mr. Jonxet. That was when they raised the question about it. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes. During that meeting was there any discus- 
sion of the amount or sum that had not been re ported? Was any figure 
mentioned or discussed ¢ 

Mr. Jonket. I really don’t remember because I was concerned with 
contributions, and, as a matter of fact, what I was concerned with at 
that time—I had no contact with any of the people that were being 
investigated. Let’s put it that way. I had no contact with anybody. 
I did not know until—I didn’t know what was going to come out in 
the testimony, what was not going to come out in the testimony, what 
[ was going to have to answer. 1 knew nothing about how the inves- 
tigation was going. I didn’t know what I was going to be called upon 
to discuss. I remembered, and Senator Tydings had made a state- 
ment, that I had had something to do with the $5,000 check, and I 
remembered that. 

Mr. McDermorr. At that point, Mr. Jonkel—did what was going 
to come out in the testimony have any relation to what you were going 
to report ¢ 

Mr. Jonxet. Certainly. That had been several months before that. 
[ had to refresh my memory a little bit. I don’t remember what hap- 
pened day to day on the campaign. That was a busy time. I didn’t 
even know at that time if I was going to be called up to come before a 
committee, if 1 was going to be questioned about money, and I obvi- 
ously was going to be questioned about money if I came up, because 
Senator T ydings made a point of saying I carried $5,000 to Washing- 
ton. Did I carry $5,000 to Washington? I don’t remember carrying 
$5,000 to Was hington. | wanted to see the Mundy report. I had not 
up to then seen it. 

Mr. McDerrmorr. You were interested in finding out what infor- 
mation the subcommittee had on unreported disbursements, were you ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Of course not. Why would I be interested in what 
you had¢ I wanted to know at that time, and I think anybody in my 
position would have wanted to know—I knew that I handled mone y 
on the campaign. I wanted to make sure that any money I handled 
there was some report of it or there was some way I could justify my 
handling of the money. That is a very reasonable approach. At 
least it seems soto me. And, as I say, and I repeat again, up to that 
time I had not seen Mr. Mundy’s report and I wanted to see Mr. 
Mundy’s report. 

Mr. McDermorr. And you do not recall whether at that meeting 
any sum was mentioned or discussed ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No; I do not. 

Mr. McDermorr. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator MOoNRONEY. In these election-day expenses, do you recall 
whom you gave the $2,000 to? 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, it wasn’t one check of $2,000, Senator. It 
would have been $150 or $200 or $300, that kind of thing. 

Senator Monroney. In cash? 

Mr. Jonxet. In cash; yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. De you remember how much you gave Roscoe 
Conklin® I mean Marse Calloway, excuse me. 

Mr. Jonxen. Well, most of the money that I can remember having 
inything to do with Mr. Calloway, Mr. Simmons was there. I re rally 
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wouldn’t remember. Perhaps that was a thousand dollars. I don’t 
know, for instance, how much of that money went to Mr. Simmons 
and how much of it went to Mr. Calloway. 

Senator Monroney. But on election day expenses you don’t recall 
how much you gave Mr. Calloway ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. It may have been a thousand dollars, or twelve hun- 
dred. 

Senator Monroney. It could have been a thousand dollars on elec- 
tion day ¢ 

Mr. Jonken. Yes; it could have been. 

Senator Monroney. That would have left another thousand for the 
other precincts in Baltimore, would it ¢ 
’ Mr. Jonker. Other spot work. Maybe twelve hundred dollars. As 
I say, I don’t remember whether it was $2,000, $2,200, $1,900; but I 
know that I put out money to campaign workers in addition to the 
money that went out through Mr. Nice. 

Senator Monroney. Most of that money, you say came from the 
checks which were cashed which this subcommittee has knowledge of ? 

Mr. Jonxen. I would say all of that money. 

Senator Monroney. All of the money. 

Mr. Jonxet. Because we stopped—I think Mr. Mundy’s checks, his 
accounts, would show we stopped when I started to get vashiers’ 
checks in, that I would cash, we stopped asking for eash for petty 
cash or other disbursements. We had enough cash-there. I mean 
during that period any cash disbursements like that came out of that 
money. It was the only money we had access to. 

Senator Monroney. But your re port shows an absence almost com- 
pletely of any cash donations, coming into the campaign headquar- 
ters. 

Mr. Jonket. Well, we had my report, or Mr. Mundy’s. 

Senator Monroney. Your report—— 

Mr. Jonker. I don’t think there was $200 in cash in the whole cam- 
paign that I knew about. When I talked about cash, Senator, I mean 
the check came to me, I cashed it, and from then that was cash to work 
with—cashier’s checks. 

Senator Monronry. For example, the $10,000 Murchison check, we 
developed was cashed, and I think some $2,000, $2,400 paid on the 
bill, and the rest of it, so far as we know, went into the cash operations 
of your campaign on election day and for other purposes. 

Mr. Jonker. No. I can remember specifically giving Mrs. Van 
Dyke $1,800 to go and get postage for 180,000 pieces of mail that had 
been waiting for a long time to get mailed. I can remember expendi- 
tures like that. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Mr. Jonxen. Probably some of it went for radio time. It went for 
whatever expenses we had. 

Senator Monroney. But to your knowledge and belief about $2,200 
now was the figure that you think was put out on election-day 
expenses ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. That’s what I would say offhand, Senator. I also said 
that I am pretty sure that some place in Mrs. Van Dyke’s revords or 
some other records there are cash vouchers to show exactly how much 
money went out then. 

Senator Monronry. But you never gave any funds to Mr. Nice. 
the Republican city manager? 
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Mr. Jonker. I gave him checks, the checks from—— 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Mundy? 

Mr. Jonket. Yes; Mr. Mundy. 

Senator Monroney. But none of the cash you put out went through 
Mr. a That is the cash that was unreported? 

Mr. JonKet. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And he was in charge of the operations with 
Mr. McKeldin and Mr. Mundy, and that money was cleared ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. And then to the best of your knowledge and 
belief it does come down to about $2,200 to the best of your memory 
and understanding of election-day expenses ? j 

Mr. Jonkex. I believe that is a fair statement. 

Senator Monroney. | erhaps a thousand dollars of which went to 
Calloway ¢ 

Mr. JonKen. Yes, sit 

Senator Monroney. I see. Before when you were before the com 
mittee on the previous occasions, I do not believe you mentioned the 
name of Mr. vom Baur or any of your conversations with him. 

Mr. Jonxen. Yes, sir: I did, because I believe I had trouble with 
hisname. I called him vom Trowbridge. His middle name is Trow 
bridge—something ‘Trowbridge vom Baur, and I called him vom 
Trowbridge, and I apologized. 

Senator Monroney.-I did not have the record before me and I 
wanted to clear up that point. 

Mr. McDermott, do you have anything further / 

Mr. McDermorr. Nothing further. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. I have nothing. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson ? 

Senator Henprickson. I have no further questions. 

Senator Monronry. Mrs. Smith? 

Senator Smirnu. Mr. Jonkel, in talking about refreshing your mem 
ory as far as getting ready to make up the supplement: ul report of 

.100, you said you talked to several people, a number of them, and 
atte nded the conference hoping there to get some information that 
might assist you. You named several of them. I think that they 
are in the record already. But in that statement you said, “and some 
other people.” Could you tell us all of the people that assisted you 
In ms —s up those figures? 

Mr. Jonxen. I think I had a telephone conversation just about that 
time on another subject with William Purnell, of Baltimore. I think 

asked him. I may have asked Mr. Tuttle, whose name—in fact, 
I am almost positive Mr. Tuttle was in Washington, and 1 probably 
asked him about contributions. I don’t remember offhand, Senator, 
who all I did ask. I remember the people that I did get some infor- 
mation from. 

Senator Suir. Can you tell us those people ? 

Mr. Joxxen. Yes. Miss Kerr. Mrs. Van Dyke. Mr. Williams. 
I think they are the only ones I got—you see, I don’t know for sure 
now, Senator, but I don’t remember that it was $27,000 that I re- 
ported. I thought it was $23,000 or $24,000. I don’t remember off- 
hand what the figure was. But I did, I knew personally where over 
$20,000 of that money came from, so you see I didn’t get very much 
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more information from any body else. You see the $10,000 from the 
Murchisons, $5,000 from Mr. Porter, and $5,000 from Mr. Bentley, 
that is $20,000, and I remembered another thousand. So I came up 
with a total of perhaps twenty-two or twenty-three thousand dollars. 
I didn’t know it was twenty-seven thousand. I thought it was not 
twenty-seven thousand until after Mr. McDermott gave me a check 
that I had not remembered. I don’t remember the man’s name now— 
Hodges or something. 

Senator Smrru. Did you get any information at that time from 
the conference in Senator Butler’s office that would help make up 
that figure ? 

Mr. Jonxet. Help make up what? 

Senator Samrru. Make up that figure. 

Mr. Jonker. No. 

Senator Smrrn. No one in that meeting gave you any information 
that helped you make that supplemental report ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. No. 

Senator Smiruw. Mr. Jonkel, I have read in the Washington Post 
that you started to attend a meeting about this case at the M: ayflower 
Hotel on February 18, 1950, but that you were denied attendance at 
the meeting. Will you tell the committee the circumstances and sub- 
stance of discussion on the occasion of your request and denial ¢ 

Mr. Jonxen. I don’t know if it was a denial. However, I didn’t 
get there. There was tremendous discussion all around town that we 
were going to have an investigation. I had been a campaign man- 
ager. If something was going to be investigated, I undoubtedly 
would take a part in it. I felt that I would like to know what was 
going on. Up until that time I knew nothing about what was going 
on. I don’t remember offhand who told me—yes; I do. Senator 
Butler called me. Senator Butler called me and said they were going 
to discuss the hearing, and I said, “Well, I would like very much to be 
a part of that.” 

Senator Smiru. When did he call you? 

Mr. JonKet. Pardon me? 

Senator Smira. When did he call you—do you remember? 

Mr. Jonxen. I believe it was the day before the meeting. It was 
very shortly coupled there at any rate. I said I would like to discuss 
the hearings also, because I think by that time—in fact, I know 
Senator Tydings had already made his statement, and I knew that I 
was going to be a part of the thing. And I wanted to know what 
was going to be said, what was not going to be said, who was going 
to be called, who was not going to ‘be called. I think you can see 
where anybody that was going to be investigated would want to 
know what the inv estigation was all about, which was more than I 
knew up to that time. 

So he told me the meeting was going to be in Senator Brewster’s 
apartment. I called Senator Brewster ‘and asked if there was going 
to be a meeting. He said, “Yes.” I asked if I had been invited, and 
he said, “No, because it is not going to be a large meeting. We are 
not going to discuss the campaign, we are going to discuss Mr. Butler 
and what Mr. Butler is going to say, what he is going to do.” 

That was the denial. I don’t think that is vance a denial. I be- 
lieve the next day I talked to Mr. Herman, Mr. Ab Herman from the 
national committee. 
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Senator Smrru. On Sunday? 

Mr. Jonxet. No; I believe the meeting was on Sunday. 

Senator Smiru. After the meeting? 

Mr. Jonker. On Monday. I am sorry. I believe the day after 
the meeting I talked to Mr. Herman. 

Senator Smiru. About the meeting? 

Mr. JonKeL. Yes. 

Senator Smrru. Did he tell you what went on ? 

Mr. Jonxet. No; just told me that Mr. Butler was going to make 
a statement. 

Senator Smiru. Did you talk with anyone else on that Sunday 
about that meeting? 

Mr. Jonker. No. You mean about what went on? 

Senator Smirn. No; about going to the meeting. I was wonder- 
ing if Senator Brewster or anyone else who had to do with the meet- 
ing called you more than that once that he called. 

Mr. JONKEL. L believe Senator Brewster called me. I believe he 
called me back either during the meeting or sometime inthe day. Yes; 
I called Senator Brewster, and then I am pretty sure Senator Brewste ' 
or someone, maybe Senator Butler, called me to say that the meeting 
was on or was over, and that I had not been there but there was noth- 
ing that would have been of interest to me, period. 

Senator Smiru. Anyway, you did not attend the meeting? 

Mr. Jonxex. I did not attend the meeting. 

Senator Smiru. Thank you, Mr. Jonkel. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions, Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Broker. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hendrickson? 

Senator Henprickson. No. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. No. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott ? 

Mr. McDermorr. No. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Jonkel, for appear- 
ing before the committee again. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, before Mr. Jonkel goes, I gathered 
his counsel, Mr. Williams, had something he could ad | to Mr. “Jonkel’ S 
testimony about the conference at Senator Butler’s office, and I sug- 
cest he be sworn in and given the opportunity to make a statement. 

Senator Monronrey. Would you rise, Mr. Williams, and be sworn. 
Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give in this 
hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
sO help ) you God? ? 

Mr. WirutaMs. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWARD BENNETT WILLIAMS 


Senator Monronry. Bearing in mind the relationship between your 

client, make what statement you may wish. 

Mr. WrataMs. If Mr. Jonkel will give me permission to disclose 
the things that happened at these conferences, I will be delighted to 
tell the committee exactly what happened. But, of course, I have a 
relationship of confidence with him. 

Senator Monronry. We wish to respect that relationship. 
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Mr. JonKeL. You certainly may feel free. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. As I understand counsel is volunteering to 
make a statement. 

Mr. Wituiams. No, sir; I am perfectly happy if there is any ques- 
tion that you want to ask me about the conferences that were held. 
I may be able to shed some light on it. I did not realize these were 
in issue in this hearing, but I do have some information on them if 
the committee wants it. 

Senator Henninés. Mr. Williams, I think the committee just wanted 
it made clear as a matter of record and for your complete understand- 
ing that you are not being summoned here as a witness; you are not 
being requested to testify: you are under no compulsion whatever to 
do so, and that any statement you make is voluntary and with full 
recognition of the privilege existing between client and counsel. 

Mr. Wituiams. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. And that your statement is made, we assume, 
with the full concurrence and approval of Mr. Jonkel, your client. 
Is that the understanding of the committee ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Senator Samira. Mr. Chairman, my suggestion came from the fact 
that when we were questioning Mr. Jonkel, Mr. Williams volunteered 
some information but because he was not under oath, did not give it. 
That was the reason I mide the suggestion, and I quite agree with the 
statement of Senator Hennings. 

Mr. Wittiams. I will be very happy to disclose what took place at 
the meeting of February 2° if the committee is interested, but I don’t 
want to take the time of the committee if the committee does not feel 
that is in issue. 

Senator Monronery. There has been so much testimony regarding 
these various meetings, and the committee is searching for whatever 
germane evidence might shed some light on this case. So if you would - 
care to give to the committee the information, we would appreciate it. 

Mr. Witttams. Yes, si 

1 was first retained in this case, I believe, if my memory serves me 
correctly, on February 21, 1951, which was the day before George 
Washington's Birthday. I knew absolutely nothing about the case 
except what I had read in the newspapers. Consequently, that meeting 
in Senator Butler's office on February 22 I believe was set up for the 
primary purpose of orienting me with respect to the scope of the 
inquiry. 

I went to the meeting on February 22 with Mr. Jonkel, I believe 
we arrived at Senator Butler’s office at 9 o’clock in the morning. There 
were present there at that time Mr. Frank Smith, who was adminis- 
trative assistant to Senator Butler; Mr. vom Baur, whom I did not 
know at that time but who was introduced te me as a lawyer; a Mr. 
Enos Stockbridge, who I understood was Senator Butler’s lawyer 
who had come over from Baltimore. 

We sat down and we began to discuss the inquiry, and within, I 
would say, 45 minutes, Mr. Perry Patterson arrived, who has been 
identified as counsel for the Times-Herald. 
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During the course of the conversation it was brought out that Sena- 
tor Tydings had charged that there was a certain $5,000 contribution 
which had been carried from Baltimore to W ashington by Mr. Jonkel 
and that it had not been reported in the so-called “Mundy report. I, 
of course, had never seen the Mundy report at that time. I asked Mr. 
Jonkel whether or not this was the fact. He said it was not the fact; 
that he had no recollection whatsoever of any $5,000 contribution. 

[ asked him whether or not there were any funds which had been 
received by the Butler Campaign Committee which had not been re- 
ported, and he said that he didn’t know because he hadn't seen the 
Mundy report. So I felt that the first thing to do in this case was to 
get the Mundy report. I asked that the Mundy report be furnished to 
us, and I got ac opy of it, I believe, on Frid: LV. 

[ set up a meeting in my office on Saturday, which would be Feb- 
ruary 24, between Mr. Jonkel and myself, and we went through that 
Mundy report item by item. And at the end of this procedure we sat 
there and I asked him whether there was any money which had come 
into the campaign headquarters which was not reflected on this report, 
and Mr. Jonkel and I had, I believe, an all-day Saturday session, and 
we arrived at these contributions by probing and ferreting into his 
memory. 

Also I contacted other people who were associated with the cam- 
paign. I believe I talked to Katherime Van Dyke that day, and she 
told me a contribution was made by Mr. Stetson. 

I talked to Miss Kerr in Senator McCarthy’s office on the phone. 
I hadn’t met either one of these persons prior to this occasion. She 
told me about one of these contributions. 

When this list was finally prepared, it didn’t show $27,100 at all; 
it showed, I believe, something around $25,000. 

Thereafter I learned from Senator Brewster himself that he had 
contributed a thousand dollars, and that was added on there. 

As far as having any information as to what this committee knew, 
we had absolutely no information, and I can speak, I believe, for Mr. 
Jonkel, because of the trouble that I had in ferreting out this infor- 
mation from him and probing the recesses of his memory on it. 

And I might say to you, while I am talking here, that in those 
days I said some very uncomplimentary things about Mr. Becker 
because I thought, as minority counsel, that we should be getting 
more cooperation from Mr. Becker. And I never met Mr. Becker 
until perhaps a week later. Nor did I ever have a conference with 
him on the telephone. Nor did I ever get any information from him 
at any time. 

And I can say to you, me — of the committee, that there was 
no information giver, and so far as I know—and I think I know 
whereof I speak “with respect to Mr. Jonkel and myself—there was 
no information given to us as to what this committee knew prior to 
the time this letter was written. 

Senator Smiru. While you had not met Mr. Becker, you knew that 
Mr. vom Baur represented him; did you not? 

Mr. Wittrams. He was finally introduced to me that way; yes, 
Senator. 

Senator Smiru. When was that? 

Mr. WituraMs. I believe it was at the conference on February 22 


T talked to Mr. vom Baur during the conference, and I recall asking 
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him what his interest in the matter was; and he said, “Well, I am 
the law partner of Mr. Ralph Becker, and I am trying to give him a 
hand here.” 

Senator Henprickson. Did you have any discussion about money, 
Mr. Williams, with vom Baur? 

Mr. WiiuiaMs. The only discussion we had about money, Senator, 
was about the $5,000 that Senator Tydings had charged Mr. Jonkel 
with carrying from Baltimore to W ashington. 

Senator Henprickson. That conversation took place between you 
and vom Baur? 

Mr. Witui1aMs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Becker? 

Mr. Becker. No; I have no questions. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott? 

Mr. McDermorr. Nothing further. 

Senator Monronry. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennrnos. Nothing further. 

Sen: ator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Williams. We 
appreciate your giving us this voluntary statement. 

Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. McDermorr. By agreement with Mr. Becker, I would like to 
make a statement for the record relating to some earlier testimony 
that was given to this subcommittee by police officers Louden and 
Cordwell, of the Baltimore Police Department, concerning an inci- 
dent wherein Mr. William Fedder is alleged to have received a 

call at some time between November 7 and 12, 1950, to the effect that 
the rear door of his premises was open. 

An investigator for this subcommittee, at my request, has checked 
carefully the records of the Baltimore Police Department. The 
records of the Baltimore Police Department do not reflect any 
oflicial report of either an open door or the report by Mr. Fedder 
of the midnight ride to which he referred in his testimony before 
this committee. 

However, we have also obtained a signed statement from police 
ofticers John E. Heisner and B. J. Goodhues, both members of the 
Baltimore Police Department, and I am introducing the original 
of that affidavit into the record of this subcommittee by agreement, 
and I will now read its contents. 

Marcn 29, 1951, 4:20 p. m. 

During the November period in which I with Officer B. J. Goodhues worked 
the night shift in November 1950, we went to No. 7 East Balderson Street, 
the National Advertising Co., where we were met by Officer Francis Cordwel! 
the beat patrolman, he having found the rear door open. We took with us 
Sgt. George Stadtler, who went through the building with Officer Cordwell, 
leaving Goodhues to watch the rear door and J. E. Heisner in the radio car 
(No. 1) at the front of the building to take the radio calls and to watch for 
anyone suspicious. Because Officer Heisner was in the car it was not reported 
“out of service.” 

When Sergeant Stadtler and.Officer Cordwell returned from search of the 
pre mises we took our departure and went on routine radio patrol work. 

Officer Joun E. HEISNER. 
Officer B. J. GoopHvEs. 
Witness— 
Lt. Albert Hanssen, Acting Captain, 
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That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you, Mr. McDermott. Without objec- 
tion, it will be introduced in the record. 

(The document referred to is as follows:) 

MarcH 29, 1951, 4:20 Pp. mM. 

During the November period in which I with Officer B. J. Goodhues worked 
the night shift in November 1950, we went to No. 7 East Balderson Street, the 
National Advertising Co., where we were met by Officer Francis Cordwell, the 
beat patrolman, he having found the rear door open. We took with us Sgt. 
George Stadtler, who went through the building with Officer Cordwell, leaving 
Goodhues to watch the rear door and J. BE. Heisner in the radio car (No. 1) at 
the front of the building to take the radio calls and to watch for anyone sus- 
picious. Because Officer Heisner was in the car, it was not reported “out of 
service.” 

When Sergeant Stadtler and Officer Cordwell returned from search of the 
premises, we took our departure and went on routine radio patrol work. 

Officer a E. HEISNER 
Officer B. J. GooDHUES 
Witness— 
Lt. Albert Hanssen, Acting Captain. 

Mr. McDernorr. I have no further witnesses, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. All right, thank you. 

Mr. Becker ? 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I have a number of newspaper articles, 
editorial comment, statements made by various candidates in the 
Democratic primary and also in the election, which are taken from 
the records of the newspapers and the magazines which I have here, 
which I think would be useful to the committee; also several books 
and articles, including a Life magazine article on the use of cartoons 
and various other types of visual matter to show they have been used 
since the beginning of the foundation of our country to the present 
time in various political campaigns. Also a speech, an address by 
Hon. J. Howard McGrath, Attorney General of the United States, 
delivered on March 8, in which he was very specific as to the policy 
of the Government with respect to the freedom of the press. All of 
these matters and several others, with your permission I would like 
to introduce them in evidence subject to the review by the committee. 

Senator Monroney. You are submitting them for the record sub- 
ject to the approval of the committee as to their germaneness and im- 
portance to this committee ? 

Mr. Becker. Oh, yes. 

Senator Monroney. We do not wish to encumber the record unduly 
because it might be necessary to print the record, and it will add con- 
siderable cost. But anything that can be done to contain all materia] 
evidence important to the case, we would like to have admitted, and 
that will be subject to review by the subcommittee members. 

Mr. Becker. Surely, that is understood. We can introduce it as 
one exhibit with sub-exhibit letters. I think they are material, but 
subject. to the proviso I would like to introduce them in the record 
as one exhibit number. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you. 

These hearings are now closed insofar as this subcommittee can now 
determine, except for additional record evidence heretofore requested 
by the committee and such oral testimony relating to this evidence 
as may be required. The subcommittee hearings are now adjourned 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned. ) 











ExHIpir No. 36 
UNITED STATES SENATE 


PusLicIry STATEMENT AFTER THI 
GENERAL OR SPECIAL ELECTION 


Statement No. 2 


Name. John M. Butler 

Post Office Baltimore, Md. 

State Maryland 

Party affiliation Republican 

Additional contributions received, 
$34, 116.50 

{dditional exrpenditures, $47,124.10 

Mailed Dec. 7, 1950. 


UNITED STATES SENATE 


STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF CANDIDATE FOR ELECTION AS 
UNITED STATES SENATOR 


(To be filed with the SecRETARY OF THE SENATE, WASHINGTON, TD. C., within 
thirty days AFTER the general or special election, The depositing of this 
statement in an established post office, duly stamped, registered, and directed 
to the Secretary of the Senate, Washington, D. C., within the prescribed time, 
is a sufficient filing of the statement. In the event it is not received, a duplicate 
of such statement shall be promptly filed upon notice by the Secretary of the 
Senate of its nonreceipt) 


TitLe IIT.—FepveraAt Corrupt Practices Act, 1925 


(Forty-third Statutes at Large, page 1070) 


Sec. 301. This title may be cited as the “Federal Corrupt Practices Act, 1925 

Sec. 802. When used in this title 

(a) The term “election” includes a general or special election, and, in the case 
of a Resident Commissioner from the Philippine Islands, an election by the 
Philippine Legislature, but does not include a PRIMARY ELECTION or convention 
of a political party; 

(b) The term “candidate” means an individual whose name is presented at an 
election for election as Senator or Representative in, or Delegate or Resident 
Commissioner to, the Congress of the United States, whether or not such indi 
vidual is elected ; 

* * * a * * * 

(d) The term “contribution” includes a gift, subscription, loan, advance, or 
deposit, of money, or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, or 
agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make a contribution ; 

(e) The term “expenditure” includes a payment, distribution, loan, advance, 
deposit, or gift, of money, or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, 
or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make an expenditure: 

° * . * * + 


(7) The term “Clerk” means the Clerk of the House of Representatives of the 
United States ; 

(h) The term “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Senate of the United 
States. 


> x * e 
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Sec. 307. (a) Every candidate for Senator shall file with the Secretary and 
every candidate for Representative, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner shall 
file with the Clerk not less than ten nor more than fifteen days before, and also 
within thirty days after, the date on which an election is to be held, a statement 
containing, complete as of the day next preceding the date of filing— 

(1) A correct and itemized account of each contribution received by him or 
by any person for him with his knowledge or consent, from any source, in aid 
or support of his candidacy for election, or for the purpose of influencing the 
result of the election, together with the name of the person who has made such 

ontribution ; 

(2) A correct and itemized account of each expenditure made by him or by any 
person for him with his knowledge or consent, in aid or support of his candidacy 
for election, or for the purpose of influencing the result of the election, together 
with the name of the person to whom such expenditure was made; except that 
only the total sum of expenditures for items specified in subdivision (c) of sec- 
tion 300 need be stated: 

(3) A statement of every promise or pledge made by him or by any person 
for him with his consent, prior to the closing of the polls on the day of the 
lection, relative to the appointment or recommendation for appointment of 
any person to any public or private position or employment for the purpose of 
procuring support in his candidacy, and the name, address, and occupation of 
very person to Whom any such promise or pledge has been made, together with 
the deseription of any such position. If no such promise or pledge has been 
made, that fact shall be specifically stated. 

(bv) The statements required to be filed by subdivision (a) shall be cumulative, 
but where there has been no change in an item reported ili a previous statement 
only the amount need be carried forward. 

c) Every candidate shall enclose with his first statement a report, based 
ipon the records of the proper State official, stating the total number of votes 
cast for all candidates for the office which the candidate seeks, at the general 
election next preceding the election at which he is a candidate. 

Sec. 308. A statement required by this title to be filed by a candidate or 
treasurer of a political Committee or other person with the Clerk or Secretary 
as the case may be 

(a) Shall be verified by the oath or affirmation of the person filing such state 
nent, taken before any oflicer authorized to administer oaths ; 

} Shall be deemed properly filed when deposited in an established post 
office within the prescribed time, duly stamped, registered, and directed to the 
Clerk or Secretary at Washington, District of Columbia, but in the event it is 

ed, a duplicate of such statement shall be promptly filed upon notice 
the Clerk or Secretary of its nonreceipt : 

) Shall be preserved by the Clerk or Secretary for a period of two years 
‘rom the date of filing, shall constitute a part of the publie records of his oftice, 
and shall be open to public inspection. 

Sec. 309. (a) A candidate, in his campaign for election, shall not make ex 
penditures in excess of the amount which he may lawfully make under the laws 
of the State in which he is a candidate, nor in excess of the amount which he 
iInay lawfully make under the provisions of this title. 

b) Unless the laws of his State prescribe a less amount as the maximum 
imit of campaign expenditures, a candidate may make expenditures up to 

(1) The sum of $10,000 if a candidate for Senator, or the sum of $2,500 if a 
candidate for Repesentative, Delegate, or Resident Comnissioner; or 

(2) An amount equal to the amount obtained by multiplying three cents by the 
total number of votes cast at the last general election for all candidates for the 
office which the candidate seeks, but in no event exceeding $25,000 if a candidate 
for Senator or $5,000 if a candidate for Representative, Delegate, or Resident 
Commissioner, 

(c) Money expended by a candidate to meet and discharge any assessmenc, 
fee, or charge made or levied upon candidates by the laws of the State in which 
he resides, or expended for his necessary personal, traveling, or subsistence 
expenses, or for stationery, postage, writing, or printing (other than for use 
on billboards or in newspapers), for distributing letters, circulars, or posters, 
or for telegraph or telephone service, shall not be included in determining 
whether his expenditures have exceeded the sum fixed by paragraph (1) or 
(2) of subdivision (0) as the limit of campaign expenses of a candidate. 
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Sec. 314. (a) Any person who violates any of the foregoing provisions of this 
title, * * * shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than 
one year, or both. 

(b) Any person who willfully violates any of the foregoing provisions of this 
title, * * * shall be fined not more than $10,000 and imprisoned not more 
than two years. 

Sec. 315. This title shall not limit or affect the right of any person to make 
expenditures for proper legal expenses in contesting the results of an election. 

Sec. 316. This title shall not be construed to annul the laws of any State 
relating to the nomination or election of candidates, unless directly inconsistent 
with the provisions of this title, or to exempt any candidate from complying with 
such State laws. 

Sec. 317. If any provision of this title or the application thereof to any person 
or circumstance is held invalid, the validity of the remainder of the Act 
and of the application of such provision to other persons and circulmstances 
shall not be affected thereby. 

Sec. 318. The following Acts and parts of Acts are hereby repealed: The Act 
entitled “An Act providing for publicity of contributions made for the purpose 
of intluencing elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected,’ 
approved June 25, 1910 (chapter 392, Thirty-sixth Statutes, page S22), and the 
Acts amendatory thereof, approved August 19, 1911 (chapter 33, Thirty-seventh 
Statutes, page 25), and August 23, 1912 (chapter 349, Thirty-seventh Statutes, 
page 360) ; the Act entitled “An Act to prevent corrupt practices in the election 
of Senators, Representatives, or Delegates in Congress,’ approved October 16, 1918 
(chapter 187, Fourtieth Statutes, page 1013); and sections 83 of the Criminal 
Code of the United States, approved March 4, 1909 (chapter 321, Thirty-fifth 
Statutes, page 1088). 

Sec. 319. This title shall take effect thirty days after its enactment. 

Approved, February 28, 1025. 


Tittes XVIII.—CrRIMES AND CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 


LAW 772—SO0rH CONGRESS | 

[CHAPTER 645—2pD SESSION ]} 

Sec. 597. EXPENDITURES TO INFLUENCE VOTING 

Whoever makes of offers to make an expenditure to any pe 
r Withhold his vote, or to \ >for or against any candidate; 

Whoever solicits, accepts, or receives any such expenditure in consideration ¢ 
his vote or the withholding of his vote 

Shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one year, 
both: and if the violation was willful, shall be tined not mo than $10,000 
imprisoned not more than two years, or both 

Sec. 599. PROMISE OF APPOINTMENT BY CANDIDATE 

Whoever, being a candidate, directly or indirectly promises or pledges the 
appointment, or the use of his influence or support for the appointment of any 
person to any public or private position or employment, for the purpose of pro 
curing supprt in his candidacy shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned 
not more than one year, or both; and if the violation was willful, shall be fined 
not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than two years, or both. 

SEC. 602. SOLICITATION OF POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS 

Whoever, being a Senator or Representative in, or Delegate or Resident Com- 
Inissioner to, or a candidate for Congress, or individual elected as, Senator, Rep- 
resentative, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner, or an officer or employee of the 
United States or any department or agency thereof, or a person receiving any 
salary or compensation for services from money derived from the Treasury 
of the United States, directly or indirectly solicits, receives, or is in any manner 
concerned in soliciting or receiving, any assessment, subscription, or contribution 
for any political purpose whatever, from any other such officer, employee, or per- 
son, shall be fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned not more than three years 
or both. 

Approved, June 25, 1948, 


Notre.—The statements required : 


Not less than ten, nor more than fifteen, days before the general 
election. 
Within thirty days after the general or special election. 
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(All blank spaces should be filled out in full) 


I HEREBY CERTIFY that the following is a correct and itemized account of each 
contribution received by me or by any person for me with my knowledge or 
consent from any source, not included in the statement heretofore filed by me 
with the Secretary of the Senate, together with the names of all those who have 
furnished the same, for the purpose of influencing the result of the election or 
in aid or support of my candidacy for the Republican election as a Senator in 
the Congress of the United States from the State of Maryland at the election 
held in said State on the 7th day of November 1950, viz: 


CONTRIBUTIONS 


Amount 
is Received and Name of Contri 


SCHEDULE A 


oseph Tglehart oo 
4. Burke Summers 00 
Howard Baetijer oo 
john T. Menzie 00 
Walter C. Evar 00 
Margaret R. Ober 25.00 
W.G.N. Rukert a0 
James P, Wilcox 5. On 
Samuel W. Bord 500 
Eugene G. Grad ! Mm 

ao 

5.00 

5. OO 

mM) 


(ma) 
O00 
on 
im) 
00 
> i) 
5.00 
> 


oo 


! 00 
Fent n 5.00 
loward H. Conaway Ow) 
n Blunt 20). (M) 
Syimineton 25.00 
Bowdo n.Jr 5.00 } 

ion Pitt 00 

W. Walker 5.00 

1 B. Wood 00 

A. Crane o. OO 
Miller Sherwood OF (M) 
Isabel Carswell 5. 00 
Edward E. Tanguy 5. 00) 
Richard Williams ©. 00 
E. Victoria Lonn 5. 00 
Howard J. Ring 10, OO 
Charlotte B. King 25. 00 
TI. Seott Willeock Oo 
W. M. Randol 20, 00 
William C, Scott 50. 00 
C. Howard Reeder 50, 00 
Alfred S. Hunley 5, 00 
Walter T. Maguire 25. 00 
George Mackubin 100. 00 


» footnotes at end of table 
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CONTRIBUTIONS! 
Date rene enner mimes Ar 


W 
Contributions Received and Name of Contributor 
SCHEDULE A—Continued 
31,1950 | Frederick E, Baukhages $50. 0 
David B. Baker 25. 00 
Kenneth T. Sullivan > 
John H. Chaney 25, Of 
Paul L. Kohns mi) 
Daniel T. Pierce, Jr 0.00 
Howard C, Hirsch 000 
C, Wim, Schneidereith ( 
\ 1950 | Edward J, Armstrong 25. 00 
Stuart Janney, Jr wy. 
Walter W. Abell 3d 1). 00 
F, C, Taltiafert 25 OW) 
1. Kemp Bartlett, J 9 
Enos 8, Stockbridge (x 
l u FE} isber ” 
tuart M. Christhilf " 
Van Renseloet Xe \ 
Bruce ¢ on iwi 
William P. Meeker "i 
H. Herr 1 Tripy M 
} mes Cc Pir iM 
( M,. Whedb« (M 
I Wesley } eV m 
lohn K iw. J Om 
C. M. Dodson, J 2 50) 
Mary Eleanor Stevensor ”) 
Helen B. Gantz 10.0 
Edith A. Roact 1.00 
Henry C. Evans mm 
James L. Benson AO, Of 
Arthur Burns 50 
}. B. Fleming 2 (\ 
Elmer R. Axon ) 
E.R. Kir Oo 
H. F, Klinefelter " 
Nov 2.1950 | Maryland Committ OO 
Henry Cl 1) n 4 
William Baxter 25, ( 
Duane R. Rice 200. 00 
E. Randolph Wootton = 0) 
Roger 8. B. Hart 0. OK 
D. M. Findlay K 
Jos. H. Muller M 
Gertrude V. Swindell 9 u 
Georges Rodzevitel ( 
Geo, E, Coffee, Jr “ 
Effie 8. Hunley (M 
V. J. Hughes 
Helen P, Abell 
Dr. Amos R. Koontz 25 OK 
FW. Brune 1 
Republican State Co ttee in and for the Dist ‘W ‘ 0 
I el Ss. W j ) 
A. G. Harkins ) 
James 8. Bayk “ 
Eleanor B, Gaither x 
Charles A, D1 r ) 
( irles Searlett, Jr Oo 
| l e SouWE 2 OO 
Flora E, White 25. OM 
John E. Shea 10. 00 
Samuel J, Braun (\ 
yy. 3,1950 | Robert M. Hopkins 100. 00 
Dr. Howard Van Natta 25, 00 
Wm, Edw. Thomsen 25. 00 
Howard 8. Jones 100. 00 
Bruce Livi 100. 00 
Charles H. Buck 0.00 
Maude M, Magruder 2.00) 
Wendell PD. Allen 100. 00 
Henry E. Vogel 50. OO 
Russel] L. Law 100. 00 
Paul Thurston Macki > (K) 
1.) Little Oo 
Maurice EF. Skinner, Jr ) 
J. W, Downey 100. 
7 ‘ 


See footnotes at end of table 
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CONTRIBUTIONS! 
Date | Amount 
Contributions Received and Name of Contributor 


ScHEDULE A—Continued 


6,1950 | Frank H. Linthicum eleatt ite . $20.00 
| Mrs. B. Wilson Hilles 50. 00 
| Jos. A. Brown ‘ 10. 00 
| Elsa B,. Dodd ; 5.00 | 
| George L. Potts 100, 00 


6.1950 | Kenneth MecCarcken - 
6, 1950 | John C. Lindsey $25 
F. H. Glann 10 
Jos. L. Hager 10 
Fred H. Einwaechter, Jr : ; 10. 
4. G. Meyls, Jr 15 
C, Newton Kidd 100 
W. B. Allnutt 1, 000. 


T. Rowe Price 50 
Harold Tschudi 25) 
P. W. Walther ’ 
Thos. P. Perkins, Jr 

Mrs. A. P Lohmeyer 


E. G. Buckingham. 
J. W. Edelen 
Geo. N. Stumpter 

| Geo. A. Fisher 

| William D. Blair. 

| Geo. F. May 
Dr. Montgomery Blair, 
R. Benson Phelps 
Monte Appell 
Dr. Waitman F. Zinn 
W.B. Allnutt 
Albert F. Goetze 

| Maynard Kemp.. 
Bruce Wylie 
A. E. Duncan 

| H. B. Matthews 
H. A. Paddock 
W. B. Allnutt 


Irma M. Crowther 
Jerome Apple 
Ellicott H. Worthington 
Alice Stuart Lewis 

| Guy T. Warfield, Jr 
Jonas Hamburger 
George C. Spates 
H. E. Singwald 
sruce Livie 
H. W. Arbaugh 

| Charles Page 
John Jenkins. 


Joseph S. Knapp, Jr 
Benjamin S. Tongue 
Dr. James G. Arnold, Jr 
Thomas I. Corddry 
Dr. A. R. L. Dohme 
George M. Glazier 
Robert J. Grant 
Harry E. Karr 
Herbert W. Schaefer 
| Henry Weil 
George M. Budeke 
Summerfield Baldwin, Jr 
H. P. Lucas 
Charles H. Pinkerton 
| J. Purdon Wright 
William B. Allnutt 
D. Luke Hopkins 
Joseph Laun 
J. H. Threadgill 
William C. Rogers 
F. Bowie Smit! 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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CONTRIBUTIONS! 


Date — - TE ee _ 


Contributions Received and Name of Contributor 


SCHEDULE A—Continued 


16, 1950 E. C. Schlueter $100. 00 
Frank A. Baker 100. 00 
E. C. Wareheim 300. 00 
W. E. Rhodes 500. OO 
Baldwin Goodwin 250). 00 
LD. H. Sherwood 50. 00 


Frank A. Warner 50. OO 


C. F. Tuttle Committee 
Sale ol tw used ce nN 


Joel M. Cloud 


C. H. Pinkerton 
Edmund L. Grim 
J. Clarke Murphy 
Merrill R. Cart 


William G. Galvin 
R. 8. Mueller 


Daniel C, Gainey 
Charles D. Shepard 


C. A. Hogratyls 


| Llewellyn L. Parker 
Loans evidenced by notes 
Note, dated Nov. 13, 1950, payable to A 


ible to ¢ 


1 I 
Note, dated Nov. 13, 1950, | 


Total 


1 Adjustment of typographical error made in Contribution Report previot 
1960: 
Oct. 17, 1950, $1,982.00 should be $1,982.50, 
Oct. 19, 1950, $38,018.98 should be $3,018.08 
Total as filed, $21,697.51 Correct total, $21,697.11. 
2? Advanced as underwriters on behalf of persons not known at tl 
hereto and photostatic copies of the two notes 


Also, that the following is a true and itemized account of all moneys and 
things of value given, Contributed, expended, used, or promised by me, or by 
my agent, representative, or other person for or in my behalf with my knowledge 
or consent, not included in the statement heretofore filed by me with the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, together with the names of those to whom such gifts, contri- 
butions, payments or promises were made for the purpose of procuring my 
election at the general or special election, not including any money expended by 
me to meet and discharge any assessment, fee, or charge made or levied upon 
candidates by the laws of the State in which I reside or expended for my neces- 
sary personal, traveling, or subsistence expenses, or for stationery, postage, 
writing, or printing (other than for use on billboards or in newspapers), for 
distributing letters, circulars, or posters, or for telegraph and telephone service, 
viz: 


DISBURSEMENTS 


What Given, Contributed, Expended, Used, or Promised, and to Whom 


SCHEDULY 


Disbursements 
27,1950 | Marshall Hawks 
Labor Herald 
Federationist 


| 
| German Correspondent 
| 


| Jewish Morning Journal 
Jewish Times 

lelegraf 

Cumberland Times 
Annapolis Evening Capital 


See footnote at end of table. 





1202 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


DISBURSEMENTS 
~ — Amount 
Promised, and to Whom 


SCHEDULE B—Continued 


HMarford Gazett« 
G 


ous repor 
us rep 


return iverti ' ving Service 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 1203 


DISBURSEMENTS 
What Given, Contributed, Expended, Used, or Promised, and to Whom 


SCHEDULE ( 


List of Disbursements in Addition to Those Shown on Schedule P, Including 
Personal Traveling and Subsistence Expenses of John M. Rutler, Station 
ery, Postage, Writing, Printing, Cost of Distribution of Letters, Circulars 
Posters, Telegraph and Telephone Service 


Personal traveling and subsistence expenses of John M. Butler 
Stationery 

Postage, Writing and Printing for distributing letters, circulars, and poster 
Telephone and Telegraph Service 


SCHEDULE D 
Unpaid Accounts 


Robert O. Bonnell 
Mogul Office Furniture 
Bitzaron 
Afro-American 
Times Alleganian 
Capital Times 
Bastian Bros 
Vu-Graph Sales Company 
Marshall Hawks 
Walter Abell 
American Radio Public Address Service 
Jon M. Jonkel 
Charlie’s Radio Service 
The Record 

| C. E, Tuttle 

| Stanley Sherr 
William Christopher 
WBAL TV 
Emily Hartman 
Collector of Internal Rev 
Ruth Miller 
Jacob 
Note, d 
Note, da 


’ for distribution of lett« 


1 Advanced as underwriters on behalf of persons not known at th 
reto and Dhotostati« copies of the two note 


Also, that the following is a correct summary of the statement made and filed 
by me with the Secretary of the Senate, before and after said General Election 
as required by law, viz: 


Amount 


Ypenat 


Amount 


Summary of receipts and expenditures waived 


or payable 


otal receipts and disbursements filed in statement before 


election—-Adjustment—see page 5 of Contributions 
otal receipts and disbursements filed in statements after the 
election—Adjustment—see page 2 of Disbursements 


Totals 


Also, that the following is a correct statement of every promise or pledge made 
by me, or by any person for me with my consent, prior to the closing of the polls 
on the day of the election relative to the appointment or recommendation for 
ippointment of any person to any public or private position or employment, for 


85670—51———-77 
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the purpose of procuring support in my candidacy, and the name, address, and 
eccupartion of every person to whom such promise or pledge has been made, 
together with the description of respective positions relating to which such 
promises or pledges have been made, viz: 


(Strike out this paragraph if promise has been made) 


I further certify that no promise or pledge has been made by me, or by any 
person for me with my consent, prior to closing of the polls on the day of the 
election, relative to the appointment or recommendation for appointment of 
any person to any public or private position or employment, for the purpose 
of procuring support in my candidacy as aforesaid. 

(Signature in full of candidate) JoHn MARSHALL BUTLER, 
(Street) 221 Upnor Road, 
(City and State) Baltimore 12, Md. 
STATE OF MARYLAND, 
Cily of Baltimore, ss: 
John M. Butler, being duly sworn, deposes and says that the foregoing is a 
true, and correct statement of all the receipts and expenditures and promises 
edges relative to appointment in aid or support of his candidacy for Senator 
» United States as thereinabove set forth. 
DoLores Morran. 

subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of December, A, D. 1950. 

| SEAL] DoLtores Morran, Notary Public. 

My commission expires May 7, 1951. 


“Every statement herein required shall be verified by the oath or affirmation 
of the candidate, taken before an officer authorized to administer oaths; and 
the depositing of any such statement in a regular post office, directed to the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, or to the Secretary of the Senate, as the 
case muy be, duly stamped and registered, within the time required herein, shall 
be deemed a sufficient filing of any such statement under any of the provisions 
of this Act.” 


C. E. TUTTLE 


Mt. Vernon Place, Baltimore, Md. 
DECEMBER 6, 1950. 
Mr. CorNeLius P. Munpy 
Treasurer, John Marshall Butler Campaign Committee, 
Baltimore, Maryland, 

Dear Mr. Munpy: In answer to your inquiry, we wish to advise that in making 
the loans to you, “C. I, Tuttle $8,300 and A. C, Levering $4,200,” we were acting 
as underwriters of the apparent deficit in your accounts. 

We expect, and are confident that all or a large part of these amounts will 
be reimbursed to us by others, but at the present time we cannot advise you as 

» the individuals, or the respective amounts. 

Very truly yours, 


E. Turrre. 
C. LEVERING 


p Loo Baltimore, Mi ____Fere. 1 dag ce 


Oat hoe eet ae } —prvmie fy & te 
SZ ae Leake ete 4 eee ne 

of Muah Foust Sein P / Bebinae 

| Yalae mereived. 

: Goa 


— 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


ExHipir No. 37 
UNITED STATES SENATE 


PusLiciry STATEMENT AFTER THI 
GENERAL OR SPECIAL ELECTION 


Statement No 


Name 

Post Office 

State 

Party affiliation 

Additional contributions received 
s 

Additional expenditures, & 

Mailed 


UNITED STATES SENATE 


PTS AND EXPENDITURES OF CANDIDATE FOR ELF« 
UNITED STATES SENATOR 


(To be filed with the Secrerary OF THE SENATE, WASHINGTON, D. C., within thirty 
days AFTER the general or special election. The depositing of this statement 
in an established post office, duly stamped, registered, and directed to the 
Secretary of the Senate, Washington, D. C., within the prescribed time, is 
sufficient filing of the statement. In the event it is not received, a dupli 
such statement shall be promptly filed upon notice by the Secretary of 
Senate of its nonreceipt) 


Pirte ITI.—Fepverat Corrurpr Practices Act, 1925 


(Forty-third Statutes ¢ sarge, page 1070) 


Sec. 301. This title may be cited as the “Federal Corrupt Practices Act, 1925. 

Sec. 302. When used in this title 

(a) The term “election” includes a general or special election, and, in the case 
of a Resident Commissioner from the Philippine Islands, an election by the Philiy 
pine Legislature, but does not include a PRIMARY ELECTION or convention of a 
political party; 


(b) The term “candidate” means an individual whose name is presented at an 
election for election as Senator or Representative in, or Delegate or Resident 
Commissioner to, the Congress of the United States, whether or not such indi 
vidual is elected; 


% % ** i * 


(7) The term “eontribution” includes a gift, subser i oan 


deposit, of money, or anythus of value, and include 
agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make a contribution ; 
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(e) The term “expenditure” includes a payment, distribution, loan, advance, 
deposit, or gift, of money, or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, 
or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make an expenditure ; 

® ~ * * * * * 

(9) The term “Clerk” means the Clerk of the House of Representatives of the 
United States; 

(h) The term “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Senate of the United 
States. 

* * * * * * * 

Sec. 307. (a) every candidate for Senator shall file with the Secretary and 
every candidate for Representative, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner shall 
file with the Clerk not less than ten nor more than fifteen days before, and also 
within thirty days after, the date on which an election is to be held, a statement 
containing, complete as of the day next preceding the date of filing— 

(1) A correct and itemized account of each contribution received by him or 
by any person for him with his knowledge or consent, from any source, in aid or 
support of his candidacy for election, or for the purpose of influencing the result 
of the election, together with the name of the person who has made such con- 
tribution; 

(2) A correct and itemized account of each expenditure made by him or by any 
person for him with his knowledge or consent, in aid or support of his candidacy 
for election, or for the purpose of influencing the result of the election, together 
with the name of the person to whom such expenditure was made; except that 
only the total sum of expenditures for items specified in subdivision (c) of section 
309 need be stated ; 

(3) A statement of every promise or pledge made by him or by any person for 
him with his consent, prior to the closing of the polls on the day of the election, 
relative to the appointment or recommendation for appointment of any person 
to any publie or private position or employment for the purpose of procuring 
support in his candidacy, and the name, address, and occupation of every person 
to whom any such promise or pledge has been made, together with the description 
of any such position. If no such promise or pledge has been made, that fact shall 
be specifically stated. 

(b) The statements required to be filed by subdivision (a) shall be cumulative 
but where there has been no change in an item reported in a previous statement 
only the amount need be carried forward, 

(c) Every candidate shall enclose with his first statement a report, based upo: 
the records of the proper State official, stating the total number of votes cast for 
all candidates for the office which the candidate seeks, at the general election 
next preceding the election at which he is a candidate. 

Sec. SOS. A statement required by this title to be filed by a candidate or 
treasurer of a political committee or other person with the Clerk or Secretary, 
as the case may be 

(@) Shall be verified by the oath or affirmation of the person filing such state 
ment, taken before any officer authorized to administer oaths; 

(4) Shall be deemed properly filed when deposited in an established post office 
Within the prescribed time, duly stamped, registered, and directed to the Clerk 
or Secretary at Washington, District of Columbia, but in the event it is not r 
ceived, a duplicate of such statement shall be promptly filed upon notice by th: 
Clerk or Secretary of its nonreceipt ; 

(¢) Shall be preserved by the Clerk or Secretary for a period of two years from 
the date of filing, shall constitute a part of the public records of his office, and 
shall be open to public inspection. 

Sec. 309. (a) A candidate, in his campaign for election, shall not make expendi 
tures in excess of the amount which he may lawfaully make under the laws of th: 
State in which he is a candidate, nor in excess of the amount which he may law- 
fully make under the provisions of this title. 

(b) Unless the laws of his State prescribe a less amount as the maximum 
limit of campaign expenditures, a candidate may make expenditures up to 

(1) The sum of $10,000 if a candidate for Senator, or the sum of $2,500 if a 
candidate for Representative, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner; or 

(2) An amount equal to the amount obtained by multiplying three cents hy 
the total number of votes cast at the last general election for all candidates for 
the office which the candidate seeks, but in no event exceeding $25,000 if : 
candidate for Senator or $5,000 if a candidate for Representative, Delegate, « 
Resident Commissioner. 
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(c) Money expended by a candidate to meet and discharge any assessment, 
fee, or charge made or levied upon candidates by the laws of the State in which 
he resides, or expended for his necessary personal, traveling, or subsistence 
expenses, or for stationery, postage, writing, or printing (other than for use 
on billboards or in newspapers), for distributing letters, circulars, or posters, 
or for telegraph or telephone service, shall not be included in determining 
whether his expenditures have exceeded the sum fixed by paragraph (1) or (2) 
of subdivision (6) as the limit of campaign expenses of a candidate. 

Sec. 310. It is unlawful for any candidate to directly or indirectly promise or 
pledge the appointment, or the use of his influence or support for the appoint- 
ment of any person to any public or private position or employment, for the 
purpose of procuring support in his candidacy. 

Sec. 311. It is unlawful for any person to make or offer to make an expendi- 
ture, or to cause an expenditure to be made or offered, to any person, either to 
vote or withhold his vote, or to vote for or against any candidate, and it is 
unlawful for any person to solicit, accept, or receive any such expenditure in 
consideration of his vote or the withholding of his vote. 

Sec. 312. Section 118 of the Act entitled “An Act to codify, revise, and amend 
the penal laws of the United States,” approved March 4, 1909, is amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec, 118. It is unlawful for any Senator or Representative in, or Delegate or 
Resident Commissioner to, Congress, or any candidate for or individual elected 
as Senator, Representative, Delegate or Resident Commissioner, or any officer 
or employee of the United States or any person receiving any salary or compen- 
sation for services from money derived from the Treasury of the United States, 
to directly or indirectly solicit, receive, or be in any manner concerned in solicit- 
ng or receiving, any assessment, subscription, or contribution for any political 
purpose whatever, from any other such officer, employee, or person,” 

. + a * ” . * 

Sec. 814. (a) Any person who violates any of the foregoing provisions of 
this title, except those for which a specific penalty is imposed by sections 312 
and 313, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one 
year, or both. 

(b) Any person who willfully violates any of the foregoing provisions 
this title, except those for which a specific penalty is imposed by sections 312 
ind 313, shall be fined not more than $10,000 and imprisoned not more than 
two years. 

Sec. 315. This title shall not limit or affect the right of any person to make 
expenditures for proper legal expenses in contesting the resulis of an election, 

Sec. 316. This title sall not be construed to annul the laws of any State re 
lating to the nomination or election of candidates, unless directly inconsistent 
with the provisions of this title, or to exempt any candidate from complying 
with such State laws. 

Sec. 317. If any provision of this title or the application thereof to any person 
or circumstance is held invalid, the validity of the remainder of the Act and 
of the application of such provision to other persons and circumstances shall 
not be affected thereby. 

Sec, 318. The following Acts and parts of Acts are hereby repealed: The Act 
entitled “An Act providing for publicity of contributions made for the purpose 
f influencing elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected,” ap- 
proved June 25, 1910 (chapter 392, Thirty-sixth Statutes, page 822), and the 
Acts amendatory thereof, approved August 19, 1911 (chapter 33, Thirty-seventh 
Statutes, page 25), and August 23, 1912 (chapter 349, Thirty-seventh Statutes, 

ige 860): the Act entitled “An Act to prevent corrupt practices in the election 
f Senators, Representatives, or Delegates in Congress,” approved October 16, 
1918 (chapter 187, Fortieth Statutes, page 1013); and section 83 of the Criminal 
Code of the United States, approved March 4, 1909 (chapter 321, Thirty-fifth 
Statutes, page 1088S). 

Sree. 319. This title shall take effect thirty days after its enactment. 

Approved, February 28, 1925. 

Notre.—The statements required : 

Not less than ten, nor more than fifteen, daus before the general or special 
election. 

Within thirty davs after the general or special election. 





1208 MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 


(All blank spaces should be filled out in full) 


I HEREBY CERTIFY that the following is a correct and itemized account of 
each contribution received by me or by any person for me with my knowledge 
or consent from any source, not included in the statement heretofore filed by 
me with the Secretary of the Senate, together with the names of all those who 
have furnished the same, for the purpose of influencing the result of the election 
or in aid or support of my candidacy for the Republican election as a Senator 
in the Congress of the United States from the State of Maryland at the election 
held in said State on the 7th day of November 1950, viz: 


the following is a true and itemized account of all moneys and 
lue given, contributed, expended, used, or promised by me, or by 
my agent, representative, or other person for or in my behalf with my knowledg: 
or consent, not included in the statement heretofore filed by me with the Secre 
tary of the Senate, together with the names of those to whom such gifts, con 
tributions, payments, or promises were made for the purpose of procuring my) 
election at the general or special election, not including any money expended 
by me to meet and discharge any assessment, fee, or charge made or levied upon 
candidates by the laws of the State in which I reside or expended for my neces 
sary personal, traveling, or subsistence expenses, or for stationery, postage 
Writing, or printing (other than for use on billboards or in newspapers), for 
distributing letters, circulars, or posters, or for telegraph and telephone service, 
viz: 


things of va 


\lso, that the following is a correct summary of the statement made and filed 
by me with the Secretary of the Senate, before and after said —--- 


as required by law, viz 


correct statement of every promise or pledg 
for me with my consent, prior to the closing 
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of the polls on the day of the election, relative to the appointment or recom- 
mendation for appointment of any person to any public or private position or 
employment, for the purpose of procuring support in my candidacy, and the 
name, address, and occupation of every person to whom such promise or pledge 
has been made, together with the description of respective positions relating 
to which such promises or pledges have been made, viz: 


(Strike out this paragraph if promise has been made) 


I further certify that no promise or pledge has been made by me, or by any 
person for me with my consent, prior to Closing of the polls on the day of the 
election, relative to the appointment or recommendation for appointinent of 
any person to any public or private position or employment, for the purpose 
of procuring support in my candidacy as aforesaid. 

(Signature in full of candidate) JounN MARSHALL BUTLER, 
(Street) 221 Upnor Road, 
(City and State) Baltimore 12, Md 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 88? 


John Marshall Butler, being duly sworn, deposes (affirms) and says that the 
foregoing is a true and correct statement of all the receipts and expenditures and 
promises or pledges relative to appointment in aid or support of his candidacy 
for Senator of the United States as thereinabove set forth 

JOHN MARSHALL BurTLer 
IRENE P. MARTIN 

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this 26th day of Februar 
A. D. 19 

[SEAL] IRENE P. MARTIN, 

District of Columbia, Notary Public 

My commission expires August 19, 1953. 

“Every statement herein required shall be verified by the oath or affirmatic 
of the candidate, taken before an officer authorized to administer oaths; and 
the depositing of any such statement in a regular post office, directed to the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, or to the Secretary of the Senate 


the case may be, duly stamped and registered, within the time required herein, 
shall be deemed a sufficient filing of any such statement under any of the pro 
visions of this Act.” 


There is attached hereto a duplicate of the original report dated February 26 
151, of Jon Jonkel, Manager of my campaign headquarters in Baltimore, Mary 
land, to C. P. Mundy, Treasurer of my campaign committee. T am not personally 
familiar with the items appearing in that report, but believe them to be accurate 

This report is filed as a supplement to my report of December 7, 1950 


JOHN MARSHALL Bt 


26, 1951 
CoRNELIUS P. Munpy, Esquire, 
First National Bank Building, Baltimore 2, Maruland., 

Dear Par: On Saturday I saw for the first time a copy of the official report 
filed by you with the Secretary of State of Maryland, on the contribution and 
expenditures of the Butler Campaign Committee. I note that there are some 
omissions in the report which result, I suppose, from the failure of my office to 
furnish you with all of the necessary information 

Ivuring the hectie days of the campaign, contributions were often sent to my- 
self as campaign manager for Senator Butler. I had set up a standard operating 
procedure in my office whereby all monies received, whether in cash or checks, 
were to be turned over or reported to you immediately, so that your records would 
be complete. As you know, we did this in most cases. Unfortunately, toward the 
end of the campaign the demands of our creditors were such that we had to 
use much of the money that came in to pay urgent bills, and it now appears that 
ina number of instances you were not advised 
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From my own recollection and such information as I have been able to 
gather, I have compiled the following list of persons who were contributors to 
the campaign, but are not listed in your report: 


Senator Owen Brewster of Maine _______- . $1, 000. 00 
Mr. Clint Murchison of Oklahoma______-~- aes 5, 000. 00 
Mrs. Clint Murchison of Oklahoma_____- i 5, 000. OO 
Mr. Jack Porter of Texas_____-_- ae ue eat 5, 000: 0O 
Mr. Dan Gainey of Minnesota__-___~- sabe , oe 3, 500. 00 
Mr. Alvin Bentley of Washington, D. C___- ss Bs _ 5, 000, 00 
Mr. J. D. Coleman of Virginia__-_ iid Ree ee ee 1, 000. 00 
Mr. J. C. McGarraghy of Washington, D. C : ; 1, 000. 00 
Mrs. Marcella du Pont of Washington, D. C__________ 500. 00 
Mr. Bruce Laird of Washington, D. C____---___- pe oe a 100. 00 


As you know, during the final days of the campaign it was almost impossiblk 
to get delivery on our printing, to hold radio and television time, to arrange fo: 
mailings, witho..t immediate cash expenditures. Our creditors were threatening 
to cut off services unless their bills were immediately paid. Consequently, in 
many instances, payments were made directly out of my office as soon as we 
received contributions. It was my intent that these contributions be recorded 
according to our procedure, 

I know now that we were so busy that accurate records were not kept in all 
instances. For example, I know of direct payments to the following creditors 

National Advertising Company of Baltimore 
Wolk Printing 
Marshall Hawks Advertising Agency 
National Republican Publishing Company 
Postage Stamps 
Expenses for Party workers 
The above expenditures absorbed the contributions I have listed herein. 

I am sorry that the procedure that I set up bogged down to the point of 
rendering your records somewhat inaccurate, but you must realize that in the 
final days of the campaign we were working around the clock with volunteer 
help. Many of our volunteers were new and inexperienced, and all of the jobs 
that should have been done just didn’t get done. 

I am confident that the accounts of the creditors listed above will substantiate 
my recollection of the disbursement of funds. 

I have sent you this information so that you can file immediately a supple 
mentary report with the Secretary of State of Maryland and incorporate all of 
the above outlined facts and figures. 

Very truly yours, 
Jon M. JONKEL, 
2100 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 


ExHisit No. 77 


REPORT OF CORNELIUS P. MUNDY, TREASURER OF JOHN M. BUTLER CAMPAIGN, COVER 
ING RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS MADE IN CONNECTION WITH THE GENERA! 
ELECTION OF NOVEMBER 7, 1950 


Date Contributions } Amount 


Sept. 19,1950 | James F. Turner, Jr 
James F. Turner 
Leon H. A. Pierson 


Robert O. Bonnell 
John Voneiff 
James 8. Whedbee 


Beverly H. Mercer 

Eleanor B. G. Duffy 

John M. Butler 

Samuel S. Pennock 

J. William Middendorf, Jr $50. 00 
Refund—Naomi Duff Smith (Advertising Agency) 29. 03 


Check of Mark C. Honeywell to order of Robert O. Bonnell, Chairman, 
State Republican Finance Committee 

Republican Senatorial Committee $2, 500. 00 

W. Fairfield Peterson 200. 00 

Roger S. B. Hartz 75. 00 

H. M. Price ; back bia 25. 00 





Oct. 


Oct 


Date 


6, 1950 


16, 195 


17, 195 
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Contributions 


William Eno de Buys 
Harvey B. Stone 


| Summerfield Baldwin, Jr 


Robert A. Warren 
Claude W. Whilhide 
Charles H. Pinkerton 
William B, Allnutt 
John Edmond, Jr 


Regnald Dunning 
Harold Tschudi 
Harry E. Cook 
George O, Blome 
F. Bowie Smith 


| Catherine Frances Wilson 


Horace R. Ford 
Ludlow H. Baldwin 
R. B. Lanham 
Arthur B. Stewart 
E. Duncan 
Bolgiano 
iam A. Fis 


B. Meacham 
Joseph Franc 
William B. Allnutt 
Robert 8. Belknay 


C, M. Dodson, Jr 
Marlin G. Geiger 

J. M. Mullen 
Hamilton C. Davis 
Pembroke T. France 
James Turner 

Dr. George McLean 


Robert M, Hopkins 


Louise M. Wagner 
George R. Mort 
James R. Edmunds, Jr 


| Elizabeth A. Hunter 


Auville Eager. 


| Jos. F. Mathai 


Pannil! Martin 
James McHenry 
Herbert C. Roberts 
Eleanor G. Price 


| Seth Hartfield 


Dr. James White 


M. Ernest Jenkins 


| Sifford Pearre 


Ronald T. Abercrombie, M. D 


i Carl W. Wheelock 
| C, FE. Brandt 
} H. P. Lucas 


Earl H. Brooks 
Robert C. Herd... 
Alfred Kohlberg 
Archibald MacBride 
Maryland Committee. 
Edgar M. Dicas 

Ala B. Recodis 


J. Ames Brown 


| Joseph T. Brennan 
| L. P. Naylor, Jr 


Thomas H. Fitchett 


| G. M. Moffett 

| Joseph D. Baker, Jr. 
| Nathaniel 8. Wheat 

| Mervin Ellingsworth 
| John L. Alcock 


| K. C. Schlueter 


W. Frank Roberts 
Arthur B. Gardner 
H, N. Busick 

Mrs. Geo. N. Steiff 
James E. Hooper 
A. Staton 

Walter J. Salmon 


85670—51———-78 


ey 


7.50 | 
OO | 
OO 


5.00 | 


i 


OO 


25. 00 
5. 00 
25. 00 


» OO 


20 
00 
500 
50 
5 
50 
40 
12 
200 


25. 


SO, 


50 


250. 


100 
200 


00 
00 
00 


00 | 
00 | 


00 


00 


50 | 


00 
00 


00 |} 


00 
00 
00 
00 


Amonnt 


1, 712, 50 
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Date Contributions Amount 





Oct. 17,1950 | George A. Bauer 
W. V. Winchester 


Mary Adelaide Hyde 
H. A. B. Dunning 
Harold Tschudi 
B. F. Newcomer 
H. E. Reifschneider 
Frank J. Goebel 
Fy es UE ic beets netcus 
A. Maurice Eastwick 
Walter L. Price 
George S. Robertson, Jr 
Howard S. Jones 
C. Fllis Ellicott, Jr 
W viie M. Baxter, Jr 

| William B. Allautt 

| Sewell S. Watts, Jr 





| Harold Tschudi 
Ashby C. Tavlor 
Harold Tschudi 

| Leoh H. A. Pierson 
Rertha S. Adkins 
D. H. Sherwood 
Jacob France 

i ¢ hirles H Rolson, Ir 
J. R. Sherwood 
Andre W. Brewster 
H. O. Araurius 
Chase Ridgely 
John H. Evans 
Kenneth H. Ekir 
B. Warren Corkran 


Robert Garrett 
Fdward B. Wright 


F. Barton Harvey 
A.C. Clarke 
W. Follmer 


A. Baker 
ord Robert 
; Vv iam McGill 
Walter H. Hick 

| Jamres P. Grahan 
W. Ravmond McKenzie 
low rd S. Jones 
William B. Allnutt 
William RB. Al 
William B 

| George Doub 

| Horatio L. Whitridge 
Alice Garrett 


Alfred R. I 


| Z. Townsend Park 

| William C. Purnell 
Elizabeth Foreman Lewis 
Margaret Anna Abell 
Robert Louis Abell 
Harry Wehr 
Louis Silberstein 

| W. Burton Guy 

| Rignal W. Baldwin 
R. N. Jackson 


Oct. 24, 1950 | Republican Senatorial Committee 

Oct. 25,1950 | Loan—Jacoh France 3 : i 

Oct. 26,1959 | John S. Gibbs, Jr__...-.- ccnmecaghehiesbhewtdiekentamece! as 
R. Howard Bland_....-.--. Sabbisteciienien =o 50. 00 
Rozel C, Thomsen_ --..-. : ‘ ‘ i en 175. 00 | 
Howard S. Jones_..-_-- ; moaade 4 see re 100. 00 
Charles P. Coady. ._--- cee a¥, : 500. 0 
H. L. Carter a ee eae bad ae 50. 00 
Melvin B. Rosenthal : ae cibaiag eerie Teacd toon 5.00 | 
Mabel Bernsteen Reds pokes : ; eines 50, 00 | 
Robert H. Swindell. __. eid iene wot ‘ ES 25. 00 
Charles S. Jackson ; aiken ae soc de hese eee 5 160. 00 | 
Lindsay D. Dryden ; Sad se 25. 00 | 





Date 


Oct. 26,1950 


27, 1950 | 


Oct.” 30, 1950 | 
| George Wagner 


31, 1950 





| Albert Sehlstedt 
| James Piper 
| Milton F. Westheimer 
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Contributions 


John Cummins 
Leroy A Wilbur 
Charles 8. Jackson (cash) 


William B. Allnutt 
William Scott 

8. Page Nelson 

D. Luke Hopkins 
Bruce Wylie 


| John H, Frisch 
| Everett E. Jackson III 


E. E, Jackson 
Elizabeth R. Baker- 


Joseph Iglehart 
A. Burks Summers 
Howard Baetjer 


| John T. Menzies 

| Walter C, Evans 
| Margaret R. Ober 
| W. G.N. Rukert 
| James P. Wilcox 


Samuel W. Borden 
Eugene G. Grady 
Martin W. Lewis 
Mrs, W. H. Adair 


| J. E. Douglass 


Iris Sefferlen 
William B,. Allnutt 


Harrison Garrett 

I. Manning Parsons 
Maryland Committee 
Cornelius A. Gibbs 


Herbert Turk 

Philip R. Winebrener 
\. Marsh Matthews 
jane L. Wellener 

Dr. W. D. Wise 

G. R. Cassels-Smith 
Edward K. Dunn 


Hollis P. Gale 

Carroll Searls 

Fred Searls, Jr 
Elizabeth 1D. Yaggy. 
Ralph Bolgiano 

C. Frederick Abbott 
Dr. Charles A. Waters 
Dr. W. V. Adair 

R. 8. Benepe 


Edwin F. Abell, 3d 
J.C. Fenhagen 
Howard H. Conaway 
Royden Blunt 

J. F. Symington 

W. G. Bowdoin, Jr 
C. Gordon Pitt 
William W. Walker 
William B. Wood 


H. A. Crane 


J. Miller Sherwood 


| Isabell Carswell 
| Rdward E. Tanguy 


Richard Williams 
E,. Victoria Lonn 
Howard J. Rine 


| Charlotte B. King 


J. Seott Willeock 


| W. M. Randol 


William C. Scott 
C. Howard Reeder 
Alfred S. Hunley 


Walter T. Macuire 


George Mackubin 
Frederick E. Baukhages 
David B. Baker... 


10, 
200. 


160. 


50. 
50. 


. 00 


00 
00 | 


00 


z 


00 
00 | 


00 
00 


5. 00 
5. 00 


00 


5. 00 


OO 
oOo 
OO 


50, 00 
5. 00 


OO 


5 iM) 


5. 00 


Oo 
00 


» 
5. 00 


om 


5.00 
500 


OO 


500 


™) 
OO 
oo 
io 8 


5 


in) 
i) 


mH 


5.00 


00 
00 


on 


00 
00 
Oo 
Ow 


5. OO 
5.00 


OO 


OO 


5. 00 


5 tH) 
5, OO 


5. 00 
5.00 


5M) 


00 
Op 


25. 00 
5. 00 


». UO 


oo 


OO 
ow 
OO 
00 
OO 
OO 
OO 


5. 00 
25. 00 


00 
00 


5. 00 


Amount 


$1, 100. 00 
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Date Contributions Amount 


31,1950 | Kenneth T. Sullivan 


John H 
Paul L 


Daniel T 


Howard C 


Chaney 

Kohns 

Pierce, Jr 
Hirsch 


C, Wm. Schneidereith 


Edward J. Armstrong 
Stuart Janney, Jr 
Walter W. Abell 3d 

F. C. Taliaferro 

J. Kemp Bartlett, Jr 
Enos 8. Stockbridge 
Louis Eliasberg 
Stuart M. Christhilf 
Van Renseloer Saxe 
Bruce Cotton 


William P. Meeker 
H. Herman Tripp 
ee ; 


imes ( Pine 

C. M. Whedbe« 

1. Weslev Kelley 
John K. Shaw, Jr 

C. M. Dodson, Jr 
Mary Eleanor Steven 
Helen B. Gantz 


Edith A, Roach 


Henry 
James I 
Art! 
1. B. Fle 
Imer R 
R.K 
K] 


— 
Ir! 


Evar 
Ber 
surn 
ming 
(Xor 
ng 


nefe 


olph Wootton 
B. Hartz 

Findlay 
Muller 


\ eee 
Swinde 


W. Brune 
Republican State Committee in 
Ethel S. Woods 
A. G. Harkins 
James S. Bayless 
Fleanor B 
Charles A 
Chark 
J. Claire 
Flora E 
John E 


Samuel J. Braun 


and for the District of Washington 


Gaither 
Dunning 
Searlett, Jr 
Souwers 
Whit 


Shea 


Robert M. Hopkins 
Dr. Howard Van Natta 
Wm. Edw. Thomsen 
| Howard 8. Jones 
Bruce Livie 
| Charles H. Buck 
Maude M. Magruder 
| Wendell D. Allen 
| Henry E. Vogel 
Russell L. Law 
Paul Thurston Mackie 
| J. E. Little 
| Maurice E. Skinner, Jr 
J. A. Downey. 


Frank H. Linthicum 
Mrs. B. Wilson Hilles 


Nov. 
| 
| Jos 4. Brown 
| 
| 
{ 


6, 1950 


Elsa B. Dobb 


George L. Potts 





Nov. 13, 1950 


Nov. 14, 1950 
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Contributions 


Kenneth McCracken 


John C. Lindsey 


F. H, Glann . 

Jos. L. Hager 

Fred H. Einwaechter, Jr 
A. G. Meyls, Jr 

C, Newton Kidd 


W. B. Allnutt 


T. Rowe Price 
Harold Tschudi 
P. W. Walther 


Thos. P. Perkins, Jr 


Mrs. A. P. Lohmeyer 


E. G, Buckingham 
J. W. Edelen 
Geo. N. Stumpter 


| Geo, A. Fisher 


William D. Blair 

Geo. F. May 

Dr. Montgomery Blair, Jr 
R. Benson Phelps 

Monte Appell 

Dr. Waitman F. Zinn 


| W. B. Allnutt 


Albert F. Goetze 


| Maynard Kemp 


Bruce Wylie 

A. E. Duncan 
H. B. Matthews 
H. A. Paddock 
W.B. Allnutt 


Irma M. Crowther -- 
Jerome Apple 

Ellicott H. Worthington 
Alice Stuart Lewis 

Guy T. Warfield, Jr 
Jonas Hamburger 
George C. Spates 

H. E. Singwald 

Bruce Livie 


| H. W. Arbanugh 


Charles Page 


John Jenkins_- 


Joseph 8. Knapp, Jr 


Benjamin S. Tongue 
Dr. James G. Arnold, Jr 


| Thomas I. Corddry 


Dr. A. R. L. Dohme 


| George M. Glazier 


Robert J. Grant 
Harry E. Karr 
Herbert W. Schaefer 
Henry Weil 

George M ndeke 


|} Summerfield Baldwin, Jr 


H. P. Lucas 

Charles H. Pinkerton 
J. Purdon Wright 
William B. Allnutt 
LD. Luke Hopkins 


| Jose ph Laun 


J. H. Treadgill 


| William C. Rogers 


F. Bowie Smith 


Mrs. C. B. J. Swindell 
Alex M. Knapp 


| C. Wilson Wood 


£. C. Schlueter 
rank A, Baker 
>. C. Wareheim 
V. E. Rhodes 
saldwin Goodwin 
». H. Sherwood 
rank A. Warner 


I 
I 
k 
\ 
I 
l 
I 


C. E. Tuttle Committee 


Sale of two used desks 


Joel M. Cloud 


OF 1950 


Amount 


4, 


1, 


$50. 00 


640. 00 


380. 00 
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| 
Date Contributions 


Edmund L. Grimes 
J. Clarke Murphy 


Nov. 22, 1950 >. H. Pinkerton 
| Merrill R. Carr_- 


Nov. 24,1950 | William G. Galvin 
| R. 8S. Mueller 











Jane Warren—mailing services --.__.- : cates ed $10 
Dolores T. Rizer—mailing service “ ries ‘ 10. 
Gerald B. Schadi—mailing services_....____- mee: ; ‘ ad 7. 
Doris Buckingham—mailing services... __- ; 41. 4! 
Hilda Buckingham—mailing services........_..- : ioe iit Bs Ce 25. 
Theresa Armetta—mailing services__. A on j 28. 
Carolyn Kelly—mailing services es “tA ea scmaplatalite tealicaeant ae 23. 
Mary Jane Mack—mailing services........ ; ie a 23 
Rosena Rossmark—mailing services Se we si oi Lex 23. 
Marjorie Eisinger—mailing services ee ‘itch | 23. 
Karlos Nizer—mailing services. - ia sia bbnteinios ibe ‘ 23. ! 
Frances Dukissis—mailing services ety ar a Meee ; 23. 25 
Marlene Thomas—mailing services... ete : : 7 ; yt 23. 
Julius M. Stark & Co.—stationery and supplies cel 171. 
The Efficiency Publicity Co. Inc.—multigraphing Whar 5. 
Anne G. Bach—mailing services._- eerreceas ecibchediibantonsiae ‘ 15, 
Anita G. Bedell—mailing services CE 64. 93 
Jane B. Becker—mailing services : ae gees 46 
Jon M. Jonkil—headquarters’ expenses. aos ae be 200 
Pearl T. Hampton—headquarters’ expenses, Prince Georges County 175, 
Jon M. Jonkil—headquarters’ expenses a Serene enies bissebinnel 200 
Afro-American—advertising._- / 44. 
Lord Baltimore Hotel—hotel expenses (rent)... ee a 400. 
Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters... . 100. 
Leonard Mogul—headquarters’ office equipment and supplies 45 
B. P. O. E. 817 ¢ 
Afro-American—ad vertising. 

Capital Times—advertising 

Ellicott City Times—subscription. . 

Western Union Telegraph Co.—messages sent 

Bonnie McCloughan—stationery supplies c 

The Efficiency Publicity Co.—multigraphing-- 

Jane Becker—mailing services 

William Henry Evans, Jr.—salary 

Leonard Mogul—two desks. -- ; 

Daniel Richards—registration of voters..._- 

Jon M. Jonkil—headquarters’ expenses 

John M. Butler—campaign expenditures 

William Henry Evans, Jr.—salary--.-. 

Labor Herald—advertising . : hate 
William Poellinger—political poster, retouching photograph. 
Western Union Telegraph Co.—messages sent_. 

Mildred Mack—mailing services 

Federationist—ad vertising 
Jane Becker—mailing services 
German Correspondent—ad vertising 
Marse Calloway—headquarters’ expenses... 
Jewish Morning Journal—ad vertising - . 
Telegraf—advertising 

Jewish Times—ad vertising ‘ 
Cumberland Times—ad vertising ; 
Annapolis Evening Capital—advertising - 
Jeffersonian—ad vertising 

Calvert Gazette—advertising 

Denton Journal—advertising 

Westminster Times—ad vertising 

Cecil Whig—ad vertising 

Maryland Independent—advertising 
Cambridge Daily Banner—advertising 
Frederick Post—advertising 

Oakland Republican—ad vertising 

Harford Gazette—advertising 

Havre de Grace Record—advertising. 
Ellicott City Times—ad vertising 
Chestertown Enterprise—ad vertising 
Prince Georges Post—ad vertising 





i[Penned notation:] Not on Butler report, 
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Queen Annes Record Observer—advertising 
Leonardtown Enterprise—advertising 

Crisfield Times—ad vertising - - 

Easton Star Democrat—advertising 

Salisbury Times—ad vertising 
Worcester Democrat & Ledger—advertising 

Lord Baltimore Hotel—rent ‘i 

Anita G. Bedell—mailing services 

Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters. - 
John Kahl—precinct work in 12th ward 

Bastian Bros.—campaign buttons.-_...- 

Wolk Printing Co.—printing 

Parkville Kiwanis Club—advertising 

Doris Buckingham—mailing services 

John M. Butler—reimbursement for money 
Bachrach—portraits 

Frank R. Gardina—photographs cae 
Capital Times—ad vertising . 
Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters-. 
Labor Herald—advertising_-- e 

St. Bernard’s—campaign expenses 

William Henry Evans, Jr.—salary 

David Halley—salary ere 

Radiance Club—advertising__- 

Advertiser’s Engraving Service—engraving._--. Se 
Pearl Hampton—campaign work in Prince Georges County 
Petty bash—expenses incurred at headquarters 
Marshall Hawks—radio advertising 

tosene Conkling Simmons—advertising, hiring halls, ete 
Melvin L. Fine—advertising, hiring halls. - 
Federationist—~ad vertising 

German Correspondent—ad vertising 

Jewish Morning Journal—advertising 

Jewish Times—ad vertising 

Telegraf—ad vertising 

Cumberland Times—advertising 

Annapolis Evening Capital—advertising 
Jeffersonian—ad vertising 

Calvert Gazette—advertising 

Denton Journal—ad vertising 

Westminister Times—advertising 

Cecil W hig—ad vertising 

Maryland Independent—ad vertising 

Cambridge Daily Banner—advertising 

Frederick Post—advertising 

Oakland Republican—advertising 

Harford Gazette—advertising _ - 

Havre de Grace Record—ad vertising 

Ellicott City Times—advertising 

Chestertown Enterprise—ad vertising 

Montgomery County Reecord—advertising 

Prince Georges Post—ad vertising 

Queen Annes Record Observer—advertising 
Leonardtown Enterprise—advertising 

Crisfield Times—ad vertising 

Easton Star Democrat—advertising 

Salisbury Times—advertising 

Worcester Democrat & Ledger—advertising 

Jane B. Becker—mailing services 

William Poellinger—photographs 

Western Newspaper Union—advertising 

William Poellinger—cartoons, artwork, retouching photographs 
John M. Butler—reimbursement for traveling expenses... 
William J. Webb—salary 

Charles Richey—salary 

Jon M, Jonkel—reimbursement for printing expenses 
Lord Baltimore Hotel—rent 

Che Capital Times—advertising 

Doris Buckingham—mailing services 

Cordelia B. Makarius—traveling expenses and correspondence 
Montgomery County Record—advertising 
Sisterhood Isaac Davidson Hebrew School—3 tickets 
George H. Heath—salary ; ; ‘ 
Federationist—ad vertising 

German Correspondent—advertising 

Jewish Morning Journal—advertising- . 
lelegraf—advertising 

Cumberland Times—ad vertising 

Annapolis Evening Capital—advertising 
Jeffersonian—advertising 

Calvert Gazette—advertising 

Denton Journal—advertising 

Westminster Times—ad vertising 

Che Cecil Whig—advertising 

Maryland Independent—ad vertising 





*[Penned notation :] Not on Butler report. 
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Cambridge Daily Banner—advertising 
Frederick Post—ad vertising 

Oakland Republican—ad vertising 

Harford Gazette—advertising 

Havre de Grace Reeord—advertising 

Ellicott City Times—advertising 
Chestertown Enterprise—ad vertising 
Montgomery County Record—advertising 
Prince Georges Post advertising . 
Queen Annes Record Observer—advertising 
Leonardtown Enterprise—ad vertising 
Crisfield Times—advertising 

Easton Star Democrat—advertising - 
Salisbury Times—ad vertising 
Worcester Democrat & Ledger 
Jewish Times—advertising 
Marshall Hawks—radio advertising 
National Advertising Co.—printing 
Wolk Printing Co.—printing 

David Hallev—salary 

Advertiser’s Engraving Service, Inc 
Jane Becker—mailing services 
Patiline Schuchman—mailing service ' 
Charles Webb—reimbursement for traveling expenses 
Melvin Fine—hiring halls and 
Petty cash—radio advertising 
Julius M. Stark & Co.—stationery and supplies 
Globe Poster Corporation —posters, bumper ecards 
The Cecil Whig—6 months’ subscription 

C. & P. Telephone Co.—telephone bill 
Bachrach—pictures 

Western Union Telegraph Co 
Sussman-Ochs—3 photos, 6 reprints 

The Republican—6 months’ subscription 
The Capital Gazette, Inc advertising 
Park Sign Company—posters 

Capital Times—additional distribution of newspapers 
Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters 

John L. Fiskv—distribution of literature 

Perry Advertising Co.—envelopes 

Oles Envelope Co envelopes 

Federationist—ad vertising 
German Correspondent 
Jewish Morning Journal 
Jewish Times—-ad vertising 

Telegraf—ad vertising 

Cumberland Times—ad vertising 
Annapolis E vening Capital—ad vertising 
Jeffersonian—ad vertising 

Calvert Giazette—ad vertising 

Denton Journal—ad vertising 
Westminster Times—ad vertising 

Cecil Whig—ad vertising 
Marvland Independent 
Cambridge Daily Banner 
Frederick Post 

Oakland Republican—ad vertising 
Harford Gazette—ad vertising 
Havre de Grace Record—ad vertis 
Ellicott City Times—ad vertising 
Chestertown Enterprise—ad vert 
Montgomery County Record 
Prince Georges Post—ad vertising 
Queen Annes Record Observer 
Leonardtown Enterprise—ad 
Crisfield Times—ad\ 

Easton Star Democrat 
Salisbury Times—ad vertis 
Worcester Democrat & Ledge 
Jewish Pres 1d vertisir 
Jewish Press-——ad vertisir 
Jewish Press—ad vertising 
Lord Baltimore Hotel-—r 
Harry printing 

Harry J 
William J. Webb 
David Hall 

Doris Buckinghan 
Marshall Hawks 
Western Newspay 
Jon 

Williar 

Her 

Natic 


Jane Becker 


[Penned 


advertising 


engraving 


advertising 


telegrams 


vi vertising 
advertising 


dvertising 
id vertising 


vert 


ertising 


Not on Butler report. 
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Pauline Schuchman—miailing services 

Board of Supervisors of Elections of Frederick County—preparing list of Republicans regis- | 
tered in Frederick County 

Service Publicity Co.—pest cards 

Western Union Telegraph Co.-—messages sent 

Western Union Newspaper Union-—~mats 

News- Post—ad vertising 

Sun-Paper—advertising 

Marshall Hawks—radio advertising 

John M. Butler—reimbursement for traveling expenses 

Labor Herald--advertising 

Federationist—advertising 

German Correspondent—ad vertising 

Jewish Morning Journal—ad vertising 

Jewish ‘Times—advertising 

lelegraf—ad vertising 

Cumberland Times—ad vertising 

Annapolis Evening Capital-—advertising 

Jeffersonian —ad vertising 

Calvert Gazette—advertising 

Denton Journal—ad vertising 

Westminster Times—advertising 

Cecil Whig idvertising 

Maryland Independent —advertising 

Cambridge Daily Banner—advertisin 

Frederick Post—advertising 

Oakland Republican —ad vertising 

Harford Gazette—ad vertisi 

Havre de Grace Record vivertising 

Kllicott City Times—advertising 

Chestertown Enterprise vdvertising 

Montgomery County Record—advertising 

Prince Georges Post—advertising 

Queen Annes Record Observer—ad vertising 

Leonardtown Enterprise—ad vertising 

Crisfield Times—ad vertising 

Easton Star Democrat—advertising 

Salisbury Times—advertising 

Worcester Democrat and Ledger—advertis 

Jewish Press—advertising 

John L. Siskey—distribution of literature 

Wolk Printing Company—printing 

National Advertising Co.—printing 

Lord Baltimore Hotel—rent oOo 

National Advertising Co.—printing 00 

Cordelia B. Makarius—speeches, traveling expenses 158. 30 

William H. Poellinger—posters 0. O10 

Collector of internal Revenue—F. I. C. A. and withholding tax 

Catholic Weekly Review—-advertising 

Republican State Central Committee for Harford County—sign 

Petty Cash—stamps 

David Halley—salary 

William J. Webb—sal iy 

National Advertising Company—postage 

Southern Maryland Times—advertising 

Del-Mar-Va—ad vertising 

Union News—advertising 

Petty Cash 

National Advertising Co 

Perry Advertising Co 

Petty cash—stamps 

Doris Buckingham—mailing services 

Che Labor Herald 1dvertisement 

Service Publicity Co.—envelopes 

American Radio Public Address Service—rental of mobile sound equipment 

Petty cash—stamps 

Baltimore News-Post—advertisement 

Baltimore Evening Sun—advertisement 

Harry Krause—postage 

Joseph L. Carter—printing 

Jane B. Becker—muailing services 

Pauline Schuchman—mailing 

Earl Poorbaugh—postage for sample ots 

Baltimore News-Post—ad vertisit 

Pearl Hampton—he 

Baltimore Evening Sun—advertisen 

Julius M. Stark & Co.—office supplies 

Wolk Printing Co printing 10,000 pos 

Park Sign Co dvertisement 

August D X—printing samy 

Petty cash 
m Turner—election-day expens 

Harry Skop—election-day expense 

Morse Calloway lection-day expenses 

hn M. Butler—traveling expenses 


[Penned notation :] Not on Butler report. 
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Disbursements Amount 





Julius M. Stark & Co.—stationery and typewriter supplies........- ib pina behs tachdeginnsnsliaaen 
The Maryland Committee—reimbursement 
The Park Sign Company—advertisement 
2th Century Printing Co.—printing 

Polish Times—advertisement 

Alexander Barnes—advertisement_.-.- 
Park Sign Co.—advertisement- - - 

Pauline Schuchman—mailing services. 

Jane Becker—mailing services 

Doris Buckingham—mailing services. -- 
David Halley—salary 

William Webb—salary.-_..--..--- 

William Webb—salary 

David Halley—salary 

Doris Buckingham—mailing services 

Lord Baltimore Hotel—hotel expenses._-- 
Election expenses in Prince Georges County ?_--- 
Lord Baltimore Hotel—rent a aan 
Doris Buckingham—mailing serv ices. 

Jane Becker—mailing services 

Young Democrats for Butler 


Total 


Outstanding unpaid bills as of Nov. 22, 1950 Amount 


Robert O. Bonnell $21. 
Park Sign Company—signs. - - 1 §29. : 
Mogul Office Furniture—rental office furniture 50. 
C. & P. Telephone Company - 1 309, 2: 
Bitzaron—advertisement_- . 15. 
Mudge Paper C ompany—mimeograph ‘paper ere 1 24. 
The Afro-American—advertise ment ---- sabeieuken 5 504 
Baltimore Mimeograph Supply Corp.—re ntal of mimeograph supplies. 1106. 
The Times & AHeganian Co.—advertisement 7 
Western Union—telegrams * | 1 26. 
z heodore Klupt & Co.—stationery._.- | 1183. 2 
“apital Times—advertisement and distribution 200. 
Giube Poster Corp.—balance on posters. - - | 1 634. 
1,000 pape oo 1178. § 
Bastian Bros.—buttons fc j 
The Typress—gum stickers 
Vu- Graph Sales Company—Viewt: alk & Sereen._. 
The Baier Publicity Co.—printed folders and cards k 
The Efficiency Publicity Co., Inc.—addressing, typing, ete 
D. Stuart Webb—printing, etc . bas sees 
Marshall Hawks Advertising—radio = . e 36. 
Wolk Advertising Co : pees duck. ; 13, 919. 
Note signed by Mr. Butler-- ia i 5, 000. 
Due Mr. W: alte r Abell. 31, 900. 
American Radio Publie Address Service 6.8 
Due Mr. Jon Jonkel : nai 750. 
Charlie’s Radio Service Co.—rental of 2 radios. -- . : 6 
The Record_-_- 14 
Mr. C. E. Tuttle __- 680. 
Mr. Stanley Scherr, Treasurer. ___- pea araisatatrea ate nate eaaaiscarnanel 1, 400 
One-half of telephone bill of Mr. St anle: y Scherr - 1 460. 62 
Baltimore Photo & Blue Print Co sae wees 17. : 
Emily J. Hartman ; . -| 104. 36 
William Christopher eae 2 | 175. 
WBALTV . . 3 | 3. 





18, 116. : 
Loan—Mercantile Trust Company---- 12, 500. 
Collector of Internal Revenue— Withholding tax and Social Security for last quarter of 1950... 310. 40 


30, 926. 64 


1[Penned notation:] Not on Butler report. 
?[Penned notation:] Not detailed. 
3’ Approximate. 


SUMMARY 
Cash in Bank as of Sept. 18, 1950___..___-_----~-.- = 91. 76 
Total Contributions from Sept. 19, 1950, to Nov. 25 : 2, 28. 61 
87 
Proceeds from bank loan_- 2, : 500. 00 


55, 520 87 
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SUMMARY—Continued 


Total Disbursements from Sept. 19, 1950, to Nov. 25, 

Bills payable 

I On Eg AU al acoeslaiailig icaieduachaneien 
Note payable 


7, 499. ; 


/8/ CoRNELIUs P. Munpy, 
Treasurer, John M. Butler Campaign, 


STATE OF MARYLAND, 
City of Baitimore, ss: 


On this 27th day of November 1950, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public 
of the State and City aforesaid, personally appeared Cornetius P. Munpy, 
Treasurer, John M. Butler Campaign, who made oath in due form of law that 
the above statement is true to the best of his knowledge, information and belief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 


[SEAL] /s/ Gerorce W. ULricu, Notary Public. 
STATE OF MARYLAND, 

City of Baltimore, 8s: 

I, Henry J. Rrprercer, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true copy of the original Report of Cornelius P. 
Mundy, Treasurer of John M. Butler Campaign, covering receipts and disburse- 
ments made in connection with the General Election of November 7, 1950, now 
on file in this office in the cause therein entitled as above. 

In Testimony Whereof, I hereto set my hand and affix the seal of the said 
Circuit Court, this 2d day of December A. D., 1950. 


| SEAL] Henry J. RrprerGer, Clerk. 


Exnuisit No. 78 


REPORT OF CORNELIUS P. MUNDY, TREASURER OF JOHN M, BUTLER CAMPAIGN 
COVERING RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS MADE IN CONNECTION WITH PRIMARY 
ELECTION ON SEPTEMBER 18, 1950 


Receipts Amount Receipts 


Rudolph A. Siegel Sit H. P. Lucas 
William B. Allnutt 200 Alfred G. Vanderbilt 
Mrs. John M. Butler John M. Butler 
Jacob France f Roger B. Hartz 

John M. Butler | 2, A. E. Duncan 

Leon H. A. Pierson John Hay Whitney 
Helen W. Jenkins 25 Addison E. Mullikin 
W. Don Morrow 2 Enos 8. Stockbridge 
Julia A. Knoert F. W. Follmer 

Jacob France 2. 1. W. Tottle 

Carroll F. Fitzsimmons 25 H. A. B. Dunn 
Grace Birmingham Baldwin Goodwin 
Charles P. Coady J. Crossan Cooper, Jr 
F. Bowie Smith ) || George M. Armor 

H. D. Combs C. E. Tuttle 

L. Brent Wood Stein Bros, & Boy 
W. E. Pullen William M, Scott 
Herbert C. Roberts : Edward F, Blake 
George W. Warner, Jr Harold Tschudi 
Joseph F. Mathai Charles A. Hofiman 
Pannill Martin Howard H. Conaway 
Rignal W. Baldwin § F. W. Brune 

F. P. Adkins George C, Doub 

C. EF. Tuttle 2, Clyde Y. Morris 
Walter Scott H. M. Pri 

Annita A. France 25 John Redwood, Jr 
Robert Bonnell § ) Fred G. Boyce, J 
Kathryn S. Tregellas 25 A. Walter Kraus, Jr 
Lindsay D. Dryden 25. ( J. W. Sener 

Mrs. John Shea Howard 8. Jones 
rae Speer Mrs. F. Iglehart 
Maryland Committec J. Cookman Boyd, Jr 
R. O. Bonnell 25 Wilbert A. Edwards 
Cornelia A. Gibbs W. Y. Goldsborough 
Sarah M. Stringer 5. Guy T. Warfield, J: 
John M. Butler 5 J}, W. Sener 

H. N. Busick 5 Wendell D. All 

H. Carroll Brown 5 

H. A. Crane 35 Total Ree 
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Exursit No. 78—Continued 


Disbursements 


Jon M. Jonkel—salary, publicity 
Superior Match Co.—matches, advertising, publicity 
C. & P. Telephone Co.—deposit 
Lord Baltimore Hotel—advance payment on account. 
Petty cash—postage 
Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters 
Jon M. Jonkel—headquarters’ expenses July 16 through July 22 
Jon M. Jonkel—headquarters’ expenses July 22 through July 29 : 
Jon M. Jonkel—headquarters’ expenses July 30 through Aug. 3, 1950 
Fred B. Driscoll—reimbursement for deposit to Superior Match Co 
Lord Baltimore Hotel—payment on account 
Sylvan S. Lewis—advertisement half-page ad in program 
Mrs. Pear] Hampton—use of 3 autos and 2 workers for registration of workers 
Baltimore Correspondent—ad vertising 
John M. Butler—traveling expenses 
Anita G. Bedell—salary 
Petty cash—postage 
Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters 
Jane B. Becker—salary 
Jacob Roth and Molly Neil—registration and transportation expenses. 
Capital Gazette Press, Inc.—advertising 
Joseph L. Kerr—freight charges, 4 cartons of book matches 
lord Baltimore Hotel—rent 
lhe Record of Montgomery County—subscription 
Che Catoctin Enterprise—advertising 
The Daily Banner—advertising 
The Cecil Whig—advertising 
Guide Publications—advertising 
The News Leader—advertising 
Times-Herald—advertising 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase Tribune—advertising 
The Federalsburg Times—advertising 
Baltimore Mimeograph Supply Corporation—stationery 
Anita G. Bedell—salary 
Jane B. Becker—salary 
Petty cash—10,000 penny post cards 
Jon M. Jonkel—salary, publicity 
Western Newspaper Union—newspaper advertising. - 
Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters 
Bastian Brothers Co.—campaign badges 
Jacob Roff—ward organization in the Fourth Congressional District 
Anita G. Bedell—salary 
Petty cash—expenses incurred at headquarters 
he Ellicott City Times—advertising 
Union News Publishing Co., Inc.—advertising 
The Harford Gazette udvertising 
Eastern Shore Times—advertising 
The Carroll Record Co.—advertising 
Calvert Independent—advertising 
Wolk Printing Company—printing campaign cards, mats 
Pa sign Ce¢ lobby dispiay and cards 
prints for reproduction 
Wolk Printing Co.—supplies 
he Baer Publicity Co., Inc.—photo prints 
Baltimore Mimeograph Supply Corp.—supplies 
B. Becker—salary 
1rd Baltimore Hotel payment on account 
t Newspaper—ads in paper 
Kahl—precinct work in 12th ward 
mi Duff Smith—advertising 
1 M. Butler—reimbursem 
he Enterprise—ad vertising 
Mountain Democrat News 
Petty cash—postage 
Sam Turner—organization expenses 
Cash—transportation expenses to and 
Anita G. Bedell—salary 
W BAL radio and TV time 
Wolk Printing Co.—bill for n 
Theodore Klupt and Co 
Jane B. Becker salary 
lreasurer, Talbot Cot 


| 


Amount 


$1, 250. 
28 

200 
250 

18 

5O 


49. 97 


36 
27 
23 
50 
15. 
4! 


) 
104 
34 


20 


45. { 


oe 
35 


100. 
x 


100. 


9 


_ 


~ 
CO Dt et ee 





MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION OF 1950 
ExHibsit No, 78—Continued 


Disbursements 


Lord Baltimore—rent 
Jane B. Becker—salary 
Petty cash—mai 
Petty cash—post 
Lord Baltimore Hotel—advance on account 

A. Parho Reisin—organization work 

Mrs. Pearl Hampton—organization work, Prince George 
Petty cash—postage and shipping 

Marja Wilezynski—agent of Evervbod ily 
Jewish Radio Voice—Rosh Hashonah New Year gre 
Petty cash—postage 

Capital Times rdvertisir 

Anita G. Bedell—salary 

Adolph F. Schuch—organizatic 

C, & P. Telephone Co.—teleph 

Baltimore Mimeograph Suppl 

David Johnson rganization 

Naomi Duff Smith—advertis 


M 


ling help 


ig 
1 


ID 


FANIZATI 


ward worker 
Phoebus—expenses 
rse Calloway—expenses of 
Deeley K. Nice—for distribut 
John M. Butler—sSecretary ¢ 


uivertising 


Total disbursements 


Total Receipts 
Total Disbursements 


Balance Sept. 18, 1950 . " 
There were no unpaid debts or obligations as of September 18, 1950. 
CORNELIUS P. MUNpy, 
Treasurer, John M. Butler Campaig) 
STATE OF MARYLAND, 
City of Baltimore, 8s: 

On this —— day of October 1950, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of 
the State and City aforesaid, personally appeared Cornelius P. Mundy, Treasurer, 
John M. Butler Campaign, who made oath in due form of law that the above 
statement is true to the best of his knowledge, information, and belief. 


As witness my hand and notarial seal. 
—. ———_, Notary Publi 





